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CEITH againſt KEITH : 


OR 


Some more of George Keith's Cons 
traditions and Abſfurdities. 


% 


I Lthough G. Keith blame ns (in his Ad- 
vertzſement, P. 3.) for heaping Book up- 
on Book againſt him ( to- which himſelf 

gave the Provecation) alledging want of Time 

and Ability of outward Eſtate (of whoſe Since- 
rity therein, the Reader may judge by his cut- 
ting out zew Work of late in his twelve Penny 

Narrative) yet he continuing to abuſe us in 

Priat, "tis fit we ſhould there alſo vindicateour 

Holy Profeſſion from his unjuſt Defamations, And 

having todo with an «nf able Adverſary, Ihad 

collefted and digeſted a Liſt of ſome more. of 
his Contradifions and Abſurdities, u, >0 2 re- 
w, Which I now mak& inztrodudtory to the Re- 

, Wherein if 1 exceed my. woated Brevity, 
ow the variety of Sabjefts occalioned it 5 
heſe I ſhall divide into two Heads, making 
bisown Aſſertion in Way to City of Ged, Prins» 
ted, Ammo 1678. The Title of the Firf, his 
Abſurditics and Contradicions, promiſcuouſly Cle 

leited out of bis Book, called, Truth Advanced, « 
VN A 23 Prin« 


T JIOT >> Px 
Printed, Anno 1694. the Second : And thenen- 
tcr upon defending my Self and Friends from 
- -his late falſe Charges in his late Book, ſtiled, 
The Antichriſts and Sadduces detefied amory a ſort 
of Quakers, &C. D 

1. That throvgh the coming of Feſus Chriſt in the 
inrard, even betore he was autwaradly come as me- 
mfc/*, many were ſaved, and aitained unto per- 
fect Pears ard Reconciliation with God in their 
Souls, (Way to City of God, Þp. 125.) 

And the Method I ſhall take here, ſhall be 
fr/t to ſer down what I find in his later Books, 
- and then confront him out of his former 3 and 
that the rather, for that in his Serioas Appeal, 
( Printed, Anzo 1692.) p. 21. he ſaith, * Let 
, © but the Reader ſee my own. Words i my 
© Printed Books, and well conſider them, and 
* if he have but a little ſound Judgment, he will 
© eaſi:y find, 1 havenot contradifted my ſelf in 
*ANY THING, Upon this Iſſue, I am willing 
to Jeave it with the Confiderate and Faudicious 
(though perhaps G. Keith will allow none to 
be ſach, but'who ſay as he faich) and begin 
with the Chriftian Faith, &c. Vindicated, &c. 
(Printed; Amo 1692.) where he with others 
thus deliver themſelves. 

© Though we do affirm, that all conſcienti- 
© ous and honeſt Gentiles, ſech as Cornelins was 
* before the Faith of Chriſt was preached to 
* him, haye ſome meaſure of Light from Chrift, 
© toenlighten them, and are' under ſome Ad- 
- * miniſtration of the Spirit, yer it is but the 
* firſt Miniftration, until the Knowledge: and 
'* Faith of Chriſt, as he dicd for our Sins, and 


* roſe 


f 
C 
c 
c 

[ 
©, 


Gy 
So 
©1 
c f 
© 
[4 ki 
Fa 
fag 
his. 
p'e 
the 
( th 
and 
Eccl 
heth 


in 
wid 


(3) 


| © roſe again, '&s. be ſpiritually received, - And 
© ſuch, who have the true and ſaving Know- 
f © ledge and Faith of Chriſt, .as he dyed agd roſe 

© again Withoutthem —. are ONLY Chriſtians, 
e | *andSons of Ged, of the free Woman, having 


© receiving the Spirit of Ad»p:ior, wherehy they 
- © cry Abba, Fathr + But who have not this 
r } «Faith of Chriſt, crucified andraiſed again out « 
* wardly, ſpiritually xeceiv'd and wrought in 
e {| * them, bythe Spirit of Chrilt ; Whether icy 
> | © have, or have not heard Chriſt outwardly 
d | *Preached unto them, are at BEST ( however 
l | © Fuft and Conſcientious to the juſt Fririciple of God 
. © in them) not under the /econd, and mare pecu- 
Y | ©liar Miniſtration of God's Spirir, that makes 
d |} © Men worthy to be <ſteemed Chriſtians, but 
ill | *2are only under the firſt; and ſuch are held 
n | *under the Cxſtody or Safeguard of the Law, 
S | © ſhut up unto the Faith that is aſterwards to 
us | © berevealed, as Paul declared, Gal. 3.23, And 
to | © the State, they are in, under this ficlt Mini- 
in | © ſtration,_ is to them, as the Ciry of Refuge was 
Cc. | © to the Man-flayer under the Law, Chri7ian 
$} Faith, p. 6, 3. This Notion of the City of Re- 
fage, &g. I having met with in vther Books of 
t- I his, indtouched upon in mine, Entituled, Peo- 
as p'e callid Ouikers cleared, &c. as lmeiling of 
to the Dottri e of the Revolution of hamane Souls 
( though G. K:ith doth not care to hear of it ) 
and contrary to the Scriptures, particularly 
Eccleſ. 11.3. and Heb. 9. 27. I refer to whit 
heth-been ſaid there, p. 33- and go Gn. 
In his Book ( without date) called, Truth 
wa Inmmocer.cy Defended, be ſaith, * None are 
A 3: * juſt» 


| - 

(6) 
* joſtified by Chriſt, but through Faith-in him, 
* 23 he dyed for-them and- roſe again, ©g, For 
be that belicvcth nets, 6s. condemned already, and 
+ therefore the Wniſtration of: the Law, whe- 
$ ther outwardly writ on Tables of Stone, . or jn- 
« wardly writ on Stony Hearts, is the Minifira- 
« tzon of Condermmatien, preparing for Chiilt, 
© and leading unto Chriſt, and ſuch who are 
© under the Law ( let them be ever {o obedi- 
© ent, juſt and conſcientious, becauſe they have 
* ſinned, and are not perfet ) are held under it, 
© ſhut "tip as in! a Cuſtody, or Safeguard, as. the 
© Manſlayer in the City of Refuge, . and are not 
© perfectly juſtified, but are under Fear, their 
© Thoyghts Accuſing and Exculing ; for though 
* they are excuſed or accuſed, or to ſay, juſti- 
* fied in ſome good things done by them, yet 


<that can be no perfet# Fuſtification, becauie their | 


* State is imperfect, Þ. 19, 20. | 
* By his Obedience unto Death and precious 


| 


« Blood, he hath procured ard purchaſed for. vs} 


* that inward Principle of Gods Grace, where- 
© by we are ſandtified, Further Diſcovery, p. 17, 
£18. Printed, Amo 1694, If that inward Prin- 
ciple, whereby Men are fanCtified, wgre pur- 
chaſed by Chriſts Death and Blood, what be- 
came -of both Jew and Gentile before Chriſt's 
Death ? Were they without an imward Principle, 
.and unſarttified ? Himſelf ſhall reſolve the Que» 

ſtion anon. | 

In tis Book tiled Trmb Advanced, Printed 

Arno 1694.” hz thus bath it, © It is not ſaid that 
f Corn:iins tad the Holy Ghoſt in his Genrile 
t Srgre, althey;zh he bad a great meaſure of Ger 
| , 6 231 
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©rile' Sancerity and Righteouſne's. Nor4s it any 
© where to be found, that ANY rectived that 
© Holy Ghoſt, whichChriſt promiſed PARTICU: | 
©LARLY to Believers in him, but ſachrrONLY ' 
* who believed in him, even Chriſt crucified and 
raiſed again, p. 70. And in the next Page, 
© That Holineſs that is a Conformity unto 
*Chriſt the ſecond Adam, and is the proper and 
© peculiar effett of the new or ſecond Covenant, 
© is far more excellent than any Righteouſneſs 
©or Obedience, that is but the effe& of the 
© firſt Covenant or Miniſtration, and is but a 
* Conformity to the firlt Adam, his Righteonſ- 
neſs, and maketh not Sos but Servants, or if 
© Sons, but Sons of Hagar, or the firſt Cove- 
nant. And under this firſt Covenant Minj- 
*ſtration, the Spirit is call:d in them the Spi- 
* rit of Fear and Bondage, but the filiu] Bear, 
© and Love, and other Goſnel Vertues are the 
© far more cxcellent: And here the Spirit is 
© cated, the Spirit of Ad-prien or Sor ſhip, that 
© helpeth vs to cry Abba, Father. And as the 
©Spirit of God is called in Scripture, the Spi- 
*rir of Faith, &c, So it is called the Holy $pi- 

* rit, or Spirit of Holineſs, becauſe it worketh 
© a peculizr Degree and kind of Holineſs, in all 
© true Believers in Chriſt Crucified, &c. above 

© what the moſt upright Gemiles do Witneſsor 

© Experience in their meer Gentile State -— The 
© Law made nothing perfeft, ard that Law was 
© not only the Law without, but even the Law 
© WITHIN both in Jews and Gentiles, u: Lil the 
© Faith of Chriſt, the one Off: ring, come to be 
© revealed, by which one Offering he hath for 
+ ever 


(8.) 
t ever perfettcd all that are ſanfified, 'p, 71, 
Let the Reader bear theſe things in Mind, or 
recur to them upon occaſion, for on this hinge 
hang moſt of the Obſervations in the enſuing 
Quotations, which belong to this Head. 

Now before I bring his former Books in Evi- 
dence againſt him, I think needful to Premiſe, 
that I have not here delivered Mine or my 
Friends Sentiments pro or con ( for or againſt”) 
but - barely wielded my Adverſaries weapon 
againſt himſelf, for his Writings abound with 
Contraditions, as I have already obſerved in 
my Ajoſtate Expoſed, and that other called, 
People called Quakers cleared, &c. who though 
he could tell others, that, * They are not fb 
F ſincere as to own and retract in publick, their 
* Errors expoſed in publick, even leſt ſuch Re- 
* traCtation or Correction ſhould leſſen and abate 
* their Honour and Eſteem among their Too cre- 
* dylous Followers and Admirers. See Preface 
to Groſs Error, p. 2. yet himſelf is the Man, 
that offends in that wherewith he unjuſtly tax- 
eth others; forgetting ( or at leaſt little re. 
garding ) what Pau! faith, Rom. 2. 21. Thou 
therefore which teacheſt another, teacheſt thou noe 


a#by ſelf? &c. For although he repreſented his 


very minute, viz. Not touching ary ef the great 


Dettrines and Principles of the Chriſtian Religion, . 


but relating to ſome Places of Scriptures unduly ape 
plied, to prove or defend thinas that were Truths, 
but did 10t really prove theſe Truths, True Copy, 
P- 18. and hath promifed to correct and retra&t 
them, Þp.17, yetit remains undone to this Day, 
wich 15 above a Year ago. If he be ſo ynwil- 

; ling 


(9) 
ling to corre ſm! faplts, what would he be 
to..greaer ? But before I bave done With bim, 
I-doubt not to evince, he had no Reaſon to 
caſt the. firſt Stone, eſpecially againſt the \Lano- 
cent, when himſelf was ſo deeply culpable. To 
that end hear him, Light of Truth Triumphing 
( Printed Anno 1670.) thus 


8 * That the new Covenant requireth doing is - L 


1670. 


--) F* plain from Dext. 30.14. But the Word is 
m {fear unto thee, even in thy Mouth, &c. whic 
th I* Word the Apoſtle Paul expounds to be the 
in {* Wordof Faith, and Righteonſrel; of Faith (Roms. 
d, F* 19.8.) which he preached, and that was the 
zh I* NEW COVENANT, p.11. Hence I argue,if 
{ jthe Word near, be the Word of Faith, &s. be 
ir {the New Covenant, then who bear it and obey 
e- Þf, are not under the firſt Coveſnant only, held 
te Junder the Cuſtody and Safe-guard of the Law, 
e- (&c. but the Word of Faith being cloſed in with, 
ee he Fagh is revealed, And ſurely the New 
n, FCovenant is Saving and Perfeting. 
bo Page 15. He propoſeth a few Q#eries to R, 
t. Kordon, to ſhew (as healledgeth) that the Na- 
ou Wwe 4nd Light by which the Gentiles did the things 
os Fonteined in the Law, and knew God, was that 
is Þf Chriſt. 1. © How could they dothe things of 
at F the Law, but by the Divine Nature of Chrilit, 
leeing without him men can do no good thing ? 
pe | And 1 Query, Whether the Divine Nature of 
2briſt, whereby God is known, bez without the 
7, {Holy Ghoſt, or whether the Divire Nature of 
hriſt did not, even then, make perfeft, for in 
y, £ r4th Aavanced, p.. 70. he denies Cornelins, 
|- Ec. had the Holy Ghoſt, and p. 71. on ne 
1W 
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_ Law within: tnade perfe&, before the ofie © 


, theſe inviſible things, but by the Holy Spirit ! 


/ (16) 


fering; cane to be Revealed ?J 2, * How con 
© they be-excuſed but. by Chriſt ? — 3. *Hoxy 
© could they be without excuſe, who difot 
© ed, if they had no Principle given them ſu 
© ficjent, whereby to perform their Obedience 
—— 4. © How did ſome of them PERFECT th 
© Law, and judged the Circoumciffon, and way 
* Fews inwardly, and had Praife of God, if nc 
*by Chriſt? Þ Could they perfet that La 
that it ſelf made nothing perfe&t ? Again, is thi 
Jew inward, who hath praiſe of God by Chriſ 
without the Holy Ghoſt, but a Son of Hager 
Surely this Man had need have looked at home 
and reiratted his own Ervors, before he hat 
been ſo brisk upon others. } &. * How cou 
© they clearly fee the inviſible things of God, ” 
© but by Chriſt the Son, ſeeing it is ſaid, Ne 
© knows the Father but the Son, and he to whom t| 
< Son reveals him? And though theſe tmviſib 
<things are clearly ſeen in or through the 
© things that are made, yet not without that 
© which is to be known of God manifeſt in the 

* which God had ſhewed unto them, which gave 
©them an Eye, or Underſtanding to ſee hi 
© Inviſible Power and Godhead in theſe things 
{ And now I query, How doth the Son reveal 


4-4 TER 


1 Cor- 2. 10. De Men ſee the Inviſible Power and 
Gedbead without it? Or isthat Adminiſtration 
that gives to ſee the Inviſible Power and God 
head, Evangelical or Legal; Imperfe&# or Perfe 
ing? But fighting againſt Truth, blinds Men. Jy , 
Azain he tells his Adverſary, * Thou __ 
c 


(11 )- 

-o ly Labours to prove that the Name of Feſus 
| if, Redeemer. and Saviour,” belongs only 
ta the Word, as it was manifeſt in that pars 
ticular Body and Form of Man, born of the 
F Virgin Mary, but not to him as manifeſt inthe 
1 Saints, which ( faith G. Keith ) contradifts 
the Scripture Teſtimony, Jbid, [ And G. 
cith doth the ſame in. EffeR, in repreſenting 
he Word, or Law within, weak and imper- 

e&, before that-Manifeſtation, J 
> My next Citations ſhall be out of his Poft/cripe 
 Yto G. Whiteheads Book ſtiled, Nature of Chri- 
mel _s &c. in Anſwer to the ſame Rob. Gor- 

1J don, Printed Anno 167 1+ 
* God was in Chriſt, reconciling Men to him- Nezre of 

© ſelf EVER SINCE the fall ia all Ages,both BE- 


Chriſt iant- 


F< FORE and ſince Chriſt ſuffered in the outward, ”” 1671. / 


having given them, or put in them the Ward 

+18 © of Reconciliation, by which they, who be- 

came renewed thereby, were reconciled and ju- 

8*© ftified IN ALL AGES, But according to R. 6.s 

©DoQrine,no Men were juſtified nor reconciled, 

"= © until Chriſt ſuffered Death in the outward ;, be- 

.Y © cauſe then, and not till then, was Reconcilia- 

tion and Juftification wrought, &c. p. 65. 

And according to G. Keith it is the ſame, ex- 

cept Men were reconciled and juſtified, by a 
Law that made not, perfett ? 

Page 70. He reckons up R. Gordon his cor- 
rupt Doftrines, the fourth whereof is this, 
© That Obedience to the Light, ia the Conſci» 
"ence, is but the Work of the firſt Covenant, 
*and Righteoufrels thereof, and that no Man 
* is juſtified thereby.. Query, ls not the Light 

in 


Univerſa] 
Grace, 
1671, 


(22) 
in the "Conſcience, the Law within? Or: 
that ſound in'G.. Keith, which is corrupe Dettrin 
in'R.: Gordon ? But G. Keith 'is yet more 
in aſſerting the Light and Grace given the Gez 
riles, to be Saving and Evangelical, even befc 
ChriſP's coming in the ontward, for which heat 
him-in.his Book of Univerſal Grace, Prted, 
Ammo 1671. | 

©For the better Underſtanding ( ſaith he 
* of the Matter in Hand, bow that the Saving 
© and Evangelical Light of Jeſus Chriſt hath 

© been communicated unto all Men, -{N ALL A 
© GES AND GENERATIONS of the World 
© weareto conſider the Words of the Apoſtle,te 
© this purpoſe, There are Diverſities:of Operati- 
© 0:5, ſaith he, but ONE Spirit. (| Is that one 
Spirit, the Holy Spirit, or another ? ] and di- 
© verſity of Adminiſtrations, but one- Loxd, which 
* diverlity of Operations and Adminiſtrations 
* are reducible unto theſe two, the Law and 
© the Goſpil, or the firſt Covenant, and the ſe- 
© cond. Which two, as they were very diſtin- 
< oniſhable among the Jews, {6 were they alſo' 
* among the Gem:les, As concerning the Jews, 
© they had firſ# the Law which c:xme by Aoſes, 
© and ſecondly they had the Grace and Trah 
© which came by Jeſus Chriſt [was that ſaving!] 
© The Righteouſneſs of the Law, and the &igh- 
© reonſneſs of Faith, and theſe two, though they 

* were diſtinguiſhable, yet as they were admi- 

©niſtred of God, they were not ſeparated nor 

© divided, but the Goſpel LAY #ID within the 

© Law, as within a Vail : — And thus Chriſt J-- 

© ſus. was in the Law, ard under it — The 

# Diſpens» 


: 


1). 
'F Diſpetiſation of the Law was as Darkneſs, ig 
J reſpe& of the clear Diſpenfation of the Go- 
rial ſpel, yet even in this Darkneſs, did Feſus Chriſt 
ullF the true Light ſhine. And alfſo' in or amohg 
en the Gentiles UNIVERSALLY, there was and is 
or ſomewhat, which by way of Proportion doth 
F anſwer unto the Law and Goſpel, firſ# Cove- 
nant and ſecond; which was ſo diſtintly held 
F forth among "the Fews: And av among the 
Fes, there was Moſes and the Frophers inthe 
ng} Letter ; fs univerſally in ALL Men, both Jews 
F and Gentiles, there hath been Moſes and. 'the 
Prophets in Spirit, and alſo CHRIST? p.' $: 
Compare this with Trath Advanced, 'Þ. 70, 
t. above recited.) 
til Toan Objection, How it is that in the Goſpel 
neſhs revealed the Righteouſneſs of God ſrom Faith to 
IF aith unto the Juſt, and alſo that the Wrath of 
ch od is from Heaven revealed therein ag ainſ# theun- 
igbteous, ſeeirg the Gentiles have not had the Go- 
pel preached wnto thens all this TIME. BY PAST, 
n which they bave lived in their Ungodlineſs and 
wrighteouſneſs, G. Keith' replies. © To this 
Paul Anſwers, That which might be known of 
5, If God is manifeſt in them, for God had ſhewed it 
r, WF uno them, which is as much as to ſay, though 
the Goſpel came not unto them o:twardly, by 
ſ 


© the Miniftry of Man, yet it came unto them 
© inwardly, by the Miniſtry of God himſelf, be- 
* cauſe that which may be known of God, is 
*maniſeſt in them, for God hath ſhewed it un- 
*to them. So that ir is manifeſt, that by this 
* Expreſſion, That which may be known of God, 
 F and as ic is in the Greek, 7% 91@5% 77 ©, is 
" F* underſtood the Goſpel. See p. 20, * By 


(149 

© By this Manifeſtation of God jn-the G 
© rides, (adds. he) our Advyerſaries deny 1 
© the Goſpel, -or any Manifcftation, that is « 
© 2 SAVING Nature, is underſtood L to whic 
a little lower, he thus replies ] ©If it were nc 
© Evangelical and the very Goſpel. it ſelf, in 
© inward Miniſtration, is would quite render 
*the Words of the Apoſtle impertigent, anc 
* contrary. to the purpoſe he. treats of: . For 
© Pal is hereſhewing what the Goſpel-w4s, and 
© what was revealed in it,both to the Juſt and the 
© Unjuſt; .and becauſe the Unjuſt ang all th 
© Gemiiler and Nations, had got the Goſpel our 
* wardly adminiſtred, he ſhews they had it 5n- 
* wardly, God/having ſhewed it unto them, p. 
21. Doth this agree with his Aferting the 
Law within made nothing - perfect, till the 
Faith. of Chriſt, the ove Offering, come to be 
revealed? Or will he ſay, the very Goſpel it 
ſelf, in an inward Miniſtr ation, was not ſaving 
and perfefing, before Chriſt was offered up in 
the outward ? 

But the foregoing he corroborates by 4 
fourthly thus, © This Manifeſtation is ſaid to be 
© that which may be known of God, which he 
© had ſhewed unto them, therefore it is of an 
© Evangelical and Saving Nature, — 5thly. © By 
* this Manifeſtztion, here mentioned, they did 
* CLEARLY feethe Inviſible Things of God, even 
* his ETERNAL POWER and Gudhead, p.22. 

* There was a Time ( faith G, Keith) when 
©God dwelt in their [ the Gentiles ] Know- 
ledge, whereby they knew him, through 
© what hc had made manifeſt of his Eternal Pow- 

cr 


- ( T5 d) T6 
ig'them," p24: Was God known through 
pie: P made manifeſt in then, "ata 
Hly GH received ? What Confuſion 
degh be run im into ? 
—— Rom, 1, 20, betelts us, © By 
«the things thas are made — may be underſtood 
il © cþoſe things which are inwardly made, thoſe 
«MARVELLOUS Works of the Lord, which 
tare wrought in Mens Hearts, both of Judemens 
© and Mercy, through the Appearance of God, 
*ard the Revelation of his Almighty Arm and 
* Power, in that Heavenly and Divine Princi- 
* ple of his own Seed, by which ipdced the /n- 
nel © viſible Things of him. are clearly ſeen, And une 
* til a Man come to ſee the = » in the things 
, * that are made of him, in himſelf, he can ne- 
Ver ſee him, in the things that are made with- 
* out him 3 which gaye occaſion to many of the 
t * Gemile Philcſophers, to bid People, ſeek God 
© within themſelves, p. 26. Now I query, Are 
theſe marvellour Works of Fudgment and Mercy 
wrought in Mens Hearts, and the Holy Ghoſt 
JN nor received? Oris the Divine Principle of his 
bey own Secd. ſeparable therefrom ? This is Cer- 
neſt tainly to der; 4e Cir3/t, But a little lower he 
ng tells us what :4;s Seed is —* This Seed and the 
yy} © birth thercof, by the Springing up of theſe 
df © Hcaveniy Powers and Vertues, can. ard doth 
nf * truly repreſent the Divine Power and Gcd- 
2. © bead; being the e expreſs Image of God, /bid. 
nf Will be, upon ſecond thoughts, divide the 
| Holy Ghof irom the Goakead, as he muſt doy 
h | if Men be allowed to have the one, not the 0- 
T 


ther ? That the Sced, which truly repreſents 
the 


Tod3. 


vp in Men, and they without thg Holy Ghoſt 
in the mean while ? Again, By Vertue of what 


that which made no: the comers thereunto perfelt ! 
the Gentiles before Chriſts Incarnation, where 


Not to the filial Fear, Love, and other F irtues, 
ſuitable to the Child of the New Coverant, or free 
Woman ? Which he of late Appropriates to 
Believers in Chriſt Crucified, &c. Sarah ſaid of 
old, The Son of thi: Bondwoman ſhall not be Heir 
with my Son, with Tſazc, Gen. 21.10, And A- 
[ brabam is commanded to hearken 10 her Woice, 


Sons of Hagar. 
ToinObjction, How can the Gentiles be cither 


giver: them, he faith, * The Apoſtle Anſwers, 
* that they had the Law inwardly, though not 2s 
© the Few: had it, in an curward Adminiſtration ; 


© Judged; and Accuſed or Excufed, according 
©£o thcir evil or well doing — they had that 
© i1wardly made manifeſt in them, which God had 


* 
wn nn 


* Evicent, that this Inward Principle was the 
* very Princizle of the Goſpel in them, in that 
; * Part 


the Divine Power and Godhead, ſhould ſpring | 
Covenant had the Gentiles this Priviledge ? Of 


Or of that, whereby Grace and Truth came ! | 
And what was the Effet of this Viſitation To # 


ver. 12, but G. Xeth ſeems to think they may 
in ſome Revol:it;en or other, theugh they dyed } 


rewarded or pumiſhcd, ſceirg they have had no Law © 


*and 2ccordirg to this Law, they ſhould be | 


* ſnewea unto them, whereby they were con- | 
* demncd who did Evil, and juſtified who did | 
* Well, p. 28. [ And a little lower ] It is } 


l 
< 
< 
c 
c 
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embraccd would ithring them no further, than #« 
the firſt Covenant, to be Sons of Hagar? &c.| 
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(11) 
6 Paul' faith, that God 'will rexder to every Man 
© aecording tO his Deeds, in the Day when God 
© ſhall Fudge the ſecrets of Men by Feſus Chriſt, 
of < according to my Goſpel, i. e. the Goſpel which 
#?3<he Preached. Now if the Gentiles ſhall be 
e © 6judged actording to the Goſpel, then the Goſpel 
to © behoved in ſome a to be manifeſ unto 
cre 5 them, for no Man ſhall be judged according 
"an#* to that which is not made manifeſt, Þ. 28, 29. 
c. Query, Was this Goſpel made manifeſt with 
"es, yor without the Holy Ghoſt ? Did it make per 
fe Bfett ? Is the Law within another or diftintthing 
tO Ffrom the Goſpel ? For he is very nice in his Di» 
of Iſtin&tions, yet all will not do, his ContradiQti- 
<7 yons are ſo thick and palpable. 
A- | © Moreover the Apoſtle proceedeth to ſhew 
ce, Fhow the Gentile, who followed not after Righ- 
ay Fteouſneſs, had attained to Righteouſneſs, e- 
'ed Þ yen that of FAITH, and yet the Jews miſſed 
of it, p. 36. [Is the Righteouſneſs of Faith 
vr BK ſaving? ] 


aw * In p. 25. * He deſires the Reader to obſerve, 
'% that the Grace held forth, both in this place, 
2S Fand all others aforeſaid, is the very Grace 


7 © that is Evangelical, being the Word of Faith, 
ve $and the Light which is to be believed in. 
Ng I And what is Evangelical, is perfeCting, [ 
at 


1ope : For I read not, that the Goſpel was 
eak, thous 
My Spirit ſhall nyt always ſtrive WITH 2Zn, 
id Hhe renders IN Man, calling it, © The very Saiue 
$ riferons Spirit of God himſelf which crea- 

7e Fred Man, and ALONE hath Power to ſave or 
at F deſtroy him, p. 52. and p. 53+ * lt,may ſtill be 
A B * Br 
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(18) 
© underſtood, ſaich be,of that .inward ſtriving of 7 
© the Spirit of God,by which God did ſtrive with 
< them ro CONVERT them, that they might 
rot be deſtroyed, but ſaved... Now let me} 
as him, What Spirit is this Sa{utiferous Spi- 
rie ? This Spirit that brings Salvation ? Is it 
the Holy Ghoſt, or not? For Chriſt was not? 
yet offered up in the outward? Were thoſe" l 
Ante. Diluvian Times without the Holy Ghoſt, 
who obeyed that Salutiferons Spirit whichy L 
ſtrove with them? Or were the Converes offi © 
thoſe Days, under no Law, inward or onward, * 
that made perfect ? What converted them,” 
then ? Or what wcre they converted to? wy 
G. Kgth having ſet down the Opinion off, * 
the Ar-minians and Papiſts, goes on thus, '* Well, | 
© in Oppoſition to theſe Opinioziſts doaver this] | 
© Univerſal Grace, to be that very Evangelical, f®* 
© Goſpel and Saving Grace, and not another, j 
* through which it being cloſed with in Faith 4 
© and Love, Salvation js obtained, P. 94. This & 
fie ſaith of the Grace, but of the Law within, W 
both in Jew and Gentile, he of late ſaid, it made} 
rothing Perfet, untit the Faith of Chriſt comeF*© 
to be revealed, &e. Are they two? That pre-#? 
dicable of the one, which is not of the other ? 
In his Looking Claſs for Proteſtants, Printed,\, 
Anno 1674. wherein he Labours to ſhew BY 


Quakers are the trueft Proteſtants, he compares : 

W. Tizdals Faith with ours in ſeyeral reſpeRs.h, .* 

Bis Fourthly is thus, © His Faith was, that the? N 

© Heathen once had the Spirit of God, and thath, *' 

© Pharaoh, tefore his Heart was hardned, had | 

* ghe Spiric of Grace, and this is OUR as q 
+ Jaithe 


«| ( t9) 
th © faith G. Keith, p. 28. Query, Whether it be 
he { his Faith now ? Who muſt either diſtinguiſh 
nes between the Spirit of God, the Spirit of Grace, 
.: | and the Holy Spirit, and ſo make them two, 
"it 4 which are but one ; or elſe retract his ſaying, 
e > the Gentiles had not the Holy Ghoſt, who be- 
ſe © lieved not in Chriſt crucified and raiſed again. 
iſt, Now I come to his Book of Immediate Reve- 
:h Latin, &c, Printed Azno 1668. and Reprin- 
ſe ted with an Appendix, Anno 1676: which tells 
+4 © 05 © The Light reveals the whole Will of God 
ems — he needs not go forth to ſeck a Law with- 
© out him, the Word is near in his Heart, and 
© in his Mouth ; and this is the Word of Faith, 
©to which Aoſes pointed the Jews, and Paul 
© the Romans, ÞP- 77. It ſeems then it was one 
and the ſame Word of Faith, which, Moſes, who 
{was before Chriſt came in the outward, and 
ich 82 an, who was after bis Aſcenſion, pointed to ; 
& the Work the ſame,vit. it revealed the WHOLE 
bin AWilof God: And ſurely what reveals the whole 
a4. Will of God, dath it not cnable to perform it, 
ccording to Phil, 2.13, and is not that Saving 
nd Perfetting ? 
2 % But he Queries, © What was this FOUNDA= 
ieq, 7 TION of the Church of God, beioreever the 
thel, Scripture was Writ, before 47ſcs and the 
Prophets, &c? Was it not Jeſus Chriſt the 
Word, which was 11 the Beginning ? HaGiit A» 
* NY OTHER Fourdation? And vzhat gave ther 
* the Knowledge of this FounCation, and builded 
47 them upon it, waen thzy had no Scripture ? 
TH.) And whereupon was their Faith founde1 ? By 
'* the hearing of what Word did thzy come by 
B 3 " their 


pres! 


Immeditte 
Revelati- 


( 20) 
* their Faich, ſeeing then the Scripture was j 
© not wiit ? It was even ( ſaith G. Keith) the | 
© Word which came from Gcd himſelf, and? 
© taught them immediately, p. 103, I may? * 
new Query, Had the Church then a Founda-# { 
tion ? Were they built upon it, even in Moſe:® , 
2nd the Prophets Days ? And was that Founda-" , 
tion Jeſvs Chriſt the Word ? And did they by; , 
kcaring it come by Faith in Chriſt, before theyz , 
Scripture was writ? And yet 6id they not re-J} , 
ceive the Holy Ghoſt ? Could not that Law,# , 
that Commend, that Word make Perfe&?} , 
Had Men Faith in Chriſt, and could uot thats . 
Faith ſave in their Pays ? Morftrum \fal ie : 


Page 105. He tells us, that Moſes falls a de - 
claring concerning the New Covenant, Deut, 303 
from ver. 11, to 16. the Probation whereof he? 
gives in the next Page, both from Jer. 31. 32, 
and Rom, 10.5, 6, 7,8, 9, And in Þ. 107, 
thus hath it, * The Jews and People of Iſrael 
© wholived in Moſess Time, and were SAVED 
© it wasthrovgh Faith in this Word,in this Pro 
© pher, 12iſtd vp 1a them, in their Hearts, not! 
*ac a ditance, bur nigh; the Word is nigh in thy: 
© Fleare. And this is Chriſt in them, the Hope: 
* of Glory, the Myſtery hid grom Ages and Ge- } 


©nerations, tut was EVER made manifcR in his 
C 
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v.1nts, but in the latter Days more clearly 
© Fc. p. 107, 108, Query, Had Men Faith ia 
Chriſt, the Word? Was the Myſtery ez f 
rae manifeſt in the Saintsz and yet was th , 
Law within inſufficient to make perfect, til 
ſince Chriſt was offered up in the ontward? | 

Having tranſcribed many verſes in 129% 
: Fj "1 


> ( 21) 


3 P/alns, concerning the Word, he queries, 
P- 103. What Word this is, mherther the Letter of 
and 2 the Scripture, 0- tuat Word of Faith, Paul ( and 
may © Moſes long before ) ſpoke of, and its effects upon 
nda.? David he tells us anon, ſaying, : This quick- 
oſess © ned him, this ſtrengthned him, this comfor- 
nda..; © ted him, this taught him, and made him wi- 
y by, Jer than his Teachers: This was as Oyl unto 
» they © bim, a Lamp unto his Feet, and a Light to his 
tre © Paths; in this his Steps were ordered, ve/e* 
aw | © 133+ in this he worſhipped, he prayed, he 
<& 2. © ſung Pſalms, and all his Springs were in this, 
that! ©PÞ- 111, 112, But query, ifthe Law with- 
41 1; 10 made nothing perfect, until tae one Offer- 
ing was revealed, how came David by his 
2 Quicknings, Strength, Comfort, InſtraQion, 
fhe! Wildom, Light, freſh Springs, &c ? For now 
.» We are gota ſtep beyond proving, that the 
'2'> Gentiles were ſavingly enlightned, and by occ:ſi- 
107, _— Sy, Y 
oli on ( adminiſtred from G. Ken ) driven to 
{ evince, out of his former Writings, that the 
xo.8 Parriarchs, before Chriſt was born and ſuffer- 
s ed, had ſucha Law within them, as did make 
thy them perfef. Are theſe the Fruits of an im- 
ope perfcQ Law, to quicken, ſtrengthen, &c, or 
>., Wull he, who once contended, that many were 
. ſaved and a:taing! unto perſet Peace and Recon- 
” ciliation with God in their Souls, now deny it 
i to David, a Few both inward and outward, as 
{ he muſt do, if the Law could not make p-r- 
* felt? How is he confounded! how enzag-d 


| ae 


the : : now 
tid 38 what is and will be too hard {or hin: | 
# Solomon comes next. From what liv {+35 ot 


” Wiſdows crzing at tae Gates iii every CHEVY. Us 
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(22) Z 

Keith queries, 1s not ber crying, &c, the ſame?! x1 
with Jelvs Chriſt his tanding at the Door, &c, 5 
P. 113, And 1 query, Whether to them that p o 
opexed unto him, even during that Adminiſtra-! 
tion, hs did not come in» and Sup with them, 

for 6. Keith immediately quotes Rev. 3. 20. 

to adapt it to Solomons ſaying ? 2dly, Whether 2 
ſych bad *he Holy Ghoſt? And 3dly, Whes ': 
ther the Law within ſuch made them TY 


my 


in that Age ? 
G, Keith goes on thus, © The Goſpel was | 

* Preached unto Abraham — Abel, Enech, No- | 
© zh;and to ALL BELIEVERS, who lived before ' 
* Scripture was Writ in a Book, and it was ſpo- 
© ken into their Hearts by the, Spirit of Jeſus 
*Chriſt, and the Saints who then lived ayd 
* were inſpired of God, preached the Goſpel, and 
* the Goſpcl is the ſame in all Generations, for - 
©it is the Everlaſting Goſpel, Rcv, 4. 6. Bur : 
© now the Declarations, Diſcoverizs, and Mani- 
© feſtations of this one Goſpel ; have been many 
* and Cifferent, under the Lawz more darkly in 
* the Tine of the Prophets, more manifeſtly in 
© the Time of the Apoſtles. Yet more manifeſt- 
* ly and yet aH ONE GOSPEL, and we preach' 
©*no other, but the ſame Everlaſting Goſpel, 
© which is the Power of God Qnto Salvation, 
* Rom. 1.16, See p. 213. Now hence I query, 
Whicether thz Goſpel Preached unto Avrabar, 
Avel, Exoch, Noah, &c? Were the Law within 
Aorabam, &c!? Ard whether it made them {© 
perica? 2d!y. Whether theſe Believers, wha * 
lived before Scripture was writ in a Book, 
Wio aad that inſpeaking into their Hearts by 
tle 
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7 (23) 
ſame!) the Spirit of Jeſus Chriſt, partook of the Holy 
&c,. Spirit, the Spiric of Holineſs, of Adoption or 
that * Sonſhip; or of the Spirit of Fear 2nd Bondage 
[tra- 7 only ? Were they Sons of Hagar or Sarah? Of 
em Fir or Second Covenant ? 3d!y. Whether thoſe 
20. ® infpired Men, who preached the Goſpel, 
ther ? which be allows to be the ſame in all Genera- 
hes '7 tions,had ALL OF THEM the DoQrriaal Know- 
" ledge and Faith of Chriſt Crucified, and 


4 


- 


preached it tu others? And this [ the rather 
* urge, for as much as Truth Advanced, p. 42. 
Vo- he denies that Paul means the Goſpel is the Power 
ore ” of Ged, Gmply and abſtrattly conſidered with 
PO=- Þ out all Dottrime and doftrinal Knowledge ard 
Faith of Chriſt Crucified. 
© All Saints have the ſame Spirit and Word 
nd ? © of Prophecy in ſome meaſure, more or leſs, 
for | © that the Prophets had, who ever directed Peo- 
ut | © plete the ſame Spirit and Word in their 
nt. | © Hearts, from which they ſpake, that they 


ny? * might in themſelves hear the ſame Word and 
in 7 *Spirit, whereby the true Faith comes, p. 221. 
in 3 Is this Spirit and Word ſaving ? Is it perfed&t- 
t- # ingin al Ages ? Cana Man hear it and obey it, 


f 

; 
| ; and yet be without the Holy Ghoſt ? But hear 

1, ” him again. 

” © This ſeconÞ Aden is called the quickning 
| * Spirit, by whoſe quickning Vertue, the Souls 
© of ALL the Holy Men and Women were made 
n ? *and kept alive unto God, as truly before he 
n : *camein the Fleſh, as after, fyr they did all eat 
0 7 Cthe ſame ſpiritual Meat, &c, Which was 
» & *Chriſt; yea they did et his Fleſh, and drink his 
' 1 B 4 © Blood 


Wiy caft 
Wh, 1677. 


(24) þ 
« Blood as TRULY & REALLY in meaſure BE-J , 
* FORE he came in that Body of Fleſh, as the? , 


* Saints have done fince, p. 227. To the 
ſame purpoſe he expreſſeth himſelf in. _ 


c 
[ 


and in Way caft up, p. 95. and in Reftor Cor- 
reited, Þ, 95. This ſhews what he once thoughts * 
of the Holy Men and Womens Condition in® © 
thoſe firſt Ages of the World, who then only} G 
Placed the difference in Degree not in Kind ;j $ 
now will not allow more then Gertile Since- 
rity and Righteouſneſs, where Faith in Chriſt 
crucified is not reyealed, as well-as that he 
concludes all, before Chriſt was viſibly. offer-# 
ed, under ſuch an inward Law, as made not | 
pertet ? How he will reconcile ſuch q State 
t0 that of eating his Fleſh, and drinking his Blood, 
iet him look to. In the mean while, as he 
queries Truth Advanced, p. 184, in his query, *7 
10. *Can any Eat the Fleſh-of Chriſt and #6, 
© drink his Blood, - who have not-the Faith of | h 
" him, as he GAVE. his Body of Fleſh to be jtt 
© broken, and his Blood to be ſhed for us? So 84d: 
T query, Could any do thus before it was given | 4 
Or broken? Or had all thoſe Holy Men ana Wo- $th 
men (he ſpoke of even now)ſo much as the Faith ® 4 
or Knowledge that it ſhould be broken ? *n4 

Having offered what Citati®ns I at preſent + E 
Propoſed out of this Beok, the next that comes | 


[4 
C 


incourſe, is, The Way Caſt up, Printed Anno, 
1677. He there ſaith, * Paul takes notice. of 
* ſome among the Gentiles, in the time of Hea-« 
* cheniſm, who were a law nnto themſelves, 
" and did by Nature (to wit the Livine Na- 

Lure 
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: (25) 
BE. a ture of the Word Ingrafted ia them, F mes 
the? , 1, or by their own Mature, reſtored and 
the) repaired by the Grace of God, as Auguſtin 
58.7 © Expounded that place) the things contained 
or © in the Law : And ſuch was Socrates among the 
ght# © Greciaxs, whom Fuſtin Martyr in one of his 
| in © Apologies, did expreſly call a Chriftias, and 
oly/ « claſfeth him with Abraham, &c, p, 44» 45- 
ad ;jx Several things are Remarkable here, one,thatin 
the time of  Heathemſm, ſome Gentiles partook 
of the Divine Nature, which hath been aft 
touched upon already, 2dly That their Na- 
" ture was repaired and reſtored by the Grace of 
not | God. Q#. Was that Grace zſufficient or im< 
ate þ perfe# ? Can. Nature be. reſtored or repaired. 
cd, | by that which makes not perfett ? By any 
he fthing leſs than God*s Holy Spirit? 3dly That 
ry, * Tuſtin Martyr claſſed ſuch an. one with | Abra- 
nd | hem, and calls him a Chriſtian, 4thly That 
of © here he boggleth not at the appellation, .in- 
be #this Book, Printed Anno. 1677, Though he 
So doth afterwards, Azno. 1694. Saying in Truth 
'en | Advanced, p. 46. If they were real Chriſtians, 
lo- & they had ſome Knowledge and Faith of Chriſt the 
th 3 Meſſiah, as he was ty come in the Fleſh. But 
* now the Man being altered, no wonder that his 
nt © Expreſſions vary, EG 
es } * If the Saints, before Chriſt came outward- 
70, © ly in the Fleſh, had not Eat of the Fleſh of 
of F< Chritt, and Drank of his Blcod, they could 
a= |* not have had Life by him, but they had 
s, ** Life by him, and therefore, &c. p. 95, 
a- © [Chriſt] hath Lived in. all Saints, as well be- 
4 te fore he came in the Fleſh, as to his outward 
| h © Birth, 


” 


(26) | | 
© Birth, as ſince, þ. 100. Did he Live iri them, # 
and did they Feed on him, even before his ont*} 
ward Birth, and yet the Law within Few and & « 
Gentile, not make perfect till after it ? . | 
© Thongh the cutward coming of the Man#t 
© Chriſt was deferred, according to his out-! 
© ward Birth in the Fleſh, for many Apes, yet? 
© from the BEGINNING this Heayealy Man, 
© the promiſed Seed, did inwardly come into 
© the Hearts of thofe that believed in him, andF* 
© Braiſed the Head of the Serpent,and deſtroyed him 
*that Had the Power of Death, that is the De-# 
© vil, the Stronger Man emering the Houſe, andJC 
& Wpele eng-ohe firong Man, and Caſting bim owt, ſe 
©p. 99. When the Head of "the Serpent is} 
bruiſed, the Power of Death (the laſt;Enemy) 
deſtroyed, the Devil Diſpoſſeſſed and caſtFh' 
ot, and the ſtronger enters, Hath. not the js 
car Lzw, the Law which doth make perfe@, | 
raken place ? | 
"Again, *Thus the Word was made Fleſh, 
even from the beginning, and dwelt in us, as in 
© ALL AGES, aid they beheld his Glory, &c. 
© Þ. 103. Is this Indwelling, where the Glory 
is beheld, without the Holy Ghoſt, or unable 
16 perf:& the Work? 
' Now I come to his Book Stiled, Way to the 
Wa t0City Ciry of God, Printed Anno. 1678, where he 
7 faith, '* Even at Mans Fal,, the Seed of thei 
> © Woman was given, not ONLY to Erviſe 
* the Serpents Head, but alſo to be a Lamb 
* or Sacrifice, to attowe and pacify the Wrath Þvi 
* of God towards Man, p. 125. 1s this Brui- 
ling the Serpents Head; attonement, &©c. 
Witneſ- 


oy > = &5 7 A as FT 


* _ 


* Witneſſed, where the Holy Ghoſt is not re- 
-# ceived? Is not this State, a Goſpel Stare beyond 
nd ® Gemrile Sincerity and Righteouſneſs? And where 
. theſe Efefts ce wont, doth not the Seed" of 


ut-3 He tells us, *We ai: not roo nicely to 
yet 3* make a difference betwixt the /»fluenee and 
an, 9% effets of his outward and inward Sufferings, 

but to underſtand them in a perfe& Conjuntbron, 
andF* and that the End of his Sufferings in #0rh was 
this, viz, 1. Both to quench and allay the 
If Wrath of God..-2. to purify and Cure Men, 
and3&c. p. 139. Had G. Keith taken the Coun- 


owt, Bel he then gave, he would not have ſo depre- 
t isFlated the Law within, nor denied the receiv- 


ny)8ng the Holy Ghoſt to the Conſcientious Hea- 
caſtKhen, to whom the outward was not revealed, 
ms he hath done of late. 

et, His Book called Refor Correfted, Printed 


eſh, 


Inno. 1680, Comes next, *There he denies not, &:#07 ©4p. 
but that ſome rare and ſingular: Gifts of the reZed, 


s in Spirit, have bcen given t2zo ſome of theſe 1550 


called Heathen, ſome whereof have Prophe- 
ſed of Chriſt,and others attered ſome Divine 
Sayings, that could proceed from no other 
Principle, bnt the ſame Djvine Spirit that was 
in the Chriſtians, p. 5o. Q«, Is this Ds- 
> he pmme Spirie the Holy Spirit, the Spirit of Ho- 
theYineſs, which thefe had, while to Cornelius he 
lows only a great Meafure of Gentile Sin- 
erity and Righteouſneſs, had theſe a Law 
vithin them, that made perfeft, which of late 
ie will not admit, to- Few or Ger-3le; until 
.Khrit, the one Offering was Revealed, : For 
it 


( 28 | 
it ſcems they had the ſame Spirit the. Chris) 
ftians had, How ſhould this be, if the 'Holy 
Spirit was Peculiar to the latter Days, tothem 
who.- believed- in Chriſt Cracified, &c. + For 
that not being done, the benefits Annexed a 
Aprepriated thereto, could not be received, 
Again, that theſe generally had ſo much as a 
belief that the Meſſiab ſhonld come, and ſuffer,” 
and. riſe again, 1s what will ſtick hard upo 
him to prove, if he dare aſſert it, eſpecially 
conſidering that the Diſciples, who converſe 
with Jeſug,, were even afcer his Reſurrection, 
ſo, far. from. believing it, either Explicitely or 
Implicitely (a late phraſe of his) that they dif. 
belzeved it, and it ſeemed io them as idle T ales 
Lu. 24. 11. Yet if that were granted, that all 
theſe had this belief of the Aeſiah that he 
ſhould come, &c. Yet if be will believe bim-! 
ſelf, (which he hath ſmall cauſe to do, Con-} p, 
ſidering his, windings and twiſtings of late); 
they -could not have that holy Spirit which} t 
the Chriſtians had, that Holy Spirit being (as} « 

[ 
Cc 


he ſaith) peculiar to belizvers in Chriſt Crnoified, 
(not in Ciriſt r9 be Crucified.) 

In the ſame Page he quotes a ſaying of Se-J « 
ntca, thus, There is a Holy Spirit in us, thats! « 
Teacheth us, as we Treat bim. So here's a Hea-Y 5, 
then hath outſtript G. Keith, by confeſlingy e: 
to more than a great Meaſure of Gentile Sin 
cerity -and Rightequſneſs, even to the Holy 2 
Snirit in the Gentiles: And that G."Keith may; 
find to his Sorrow one Day. 

Again, *God gave his Holy Spirit to inſtruQ 
* them; and the Spirit in tne Jews made them! 

«no 


(29) 

to believe in Chriſt, as well before he was 
Toly& Born in the Fleſh, as fince, and therefore 
he is called the Spirit of Faith, as being the 
Author of it, in all them that believe, þ. 1 50. 
s this Conſonant to his ſaying, (Truth Advan- 
ed, p. 70. ) Nor is it any where to be found,that any 
received” that Holy Ghoſt, which Chriſt promiſed 
gparticularly to the Belicvers in him, but ſuch only 
POM who belicued in bim, even Chriſt Crucified and 
AYE Ri5/ed again ? Will he diſtinguiſh between 
rt Gods Holy Spirit, and the Holy Ghoſt, or 
103 make two Holy Ghoſts. 

' or® He queries, * Was not the Spirit of Chriſt 
43 in Hoſes? And Chriſt the Lord was that Spi- 
ales *rit, as Paul hath taught, p. 187. Now I 
query, Secing Chriſt was not then offered up, 
whether that Spirit were the Holy Ghoſt or 
i.-Z no? And allo whether the Spirit m2de him 
on-?% perfect, yea or nay ? | 


ate): In Truths Defence, Printed Arno. 1682, He ruth; De. 
Icby thus hath it, «When 1 ſay the Spirit is the fence, 
(as} « Rule, there is no abfurdneſs therein ; for if 1582. 


ied © we mean by theSpirit, THE HOLY GHOST 

# © Chriſt and the Holy Ghoſt are never ſeperated 
Se-J © or divided in what they Speak or witneſs 
hats * in the Souls of Men Chrit himſelf in 
ea-F Scripture is called the cond 4dam, the quick» 
in ening Spirit, the Lord 1s chat Spirit, p. 170 
= (And inp. 107. he tells us, Paul Expounds Deut. 


$ and others of the Fathers ſo underfload thoſe words 
of Moſes) If ſo, the Jews by having Chriſt for 
{ their Rule, had the Holy Ghoſt for their Rule, 
| even before he was Crucifted and Roſe again. 
This he inforccth in what follows, If 


( zo) 
©If Enech, Noah, Abraham, bad the Spirit 
© to be a Rule unto them, it is no leſs a Rule#"* 
© unto all now, who have the SAME FAITH 1 
© which they had, ſeeing the SAME SPIRIT ig2* 
© given to Believers now, which they had, 
* whichSpjrit is one, as Paxl hath declared : th 
« And it is moſt Rational, that as the Faith isX** 
© one IN ALL AGES of the World, and the! 
© Spirit ONE, So the Principal Rule of Faith 
© ſhould be one alſo, p. 114. If the Spirit be 
one, the Faith one, the Rule one, in all Ages 
of the World, How cane Cornelizs not to have 
the Holy Ghoſt, when his Prayers and Alme: 
Came up for a Memorial before God ? Or had 
he that one Spirit, Rule and Faith, which 
Enoch, Noah and £.» hams had, and that one 
Spirit not the Holy Spirit, not the Spirit of 
Holineſs, not the Spirit of Adoption er Sons! 
ſhip? Is not this to make rwo? And to the? 
Levites, P. 121. He allows the Spirit of God toH}. 
the right jnterpre:ing toe Seripture : Now Chriſt 
uot being yet Cruciſicd and Raiſed again. I 
query, Whether that Spirit were ſomething 
beſides the Law within, which of late he hath 
ſaid, made nothing Perfect. 
* His Commanding them to tarry at Jernſa- ©.. 
© lem,until they received the promiſe of the Fa- 5 
© ther, which wa: the Spirit (to wit in GREA- 
* TER MEASURE than formerly it was given 
© unto them) did not oblige] &c. p. 141. 
Had he kept to this diſtintion in his latter | 
Writings, he would not have told of Cornelixe 
and the Gezt;les, not having the Holy Ghoſt, 
before they has Faiih ia Chriſt Crucified, &c. # * 
A % 


| (18) 
ij A more plentifyl. Efufien of the Spirit being 
no part of Controverſy , but granted : 
But fill it is the fame Spirit, ſame Faith, ſame 
- #Rule, as himſelf once acknowledged, and was 
inftanced. even now. 
Is the next place (he having of late afferted, 
that the Law within did. not make &, 
Mill, &c,) Let us hear how he h:re defiveth 
ich aperiettion, © He who is Faithful in every re- 
- bed {Þ<R to the meaſure of Grace which he bath 
received, is indeed a perfef# Man, and doth 
pleaſe God, although he be not equal in his 
attainment unto others, who have more given 
© them, ſaith G, Keith, p. 212. But can any 
one be perfeF, by vertue of a Law that doth 
ot make perfet ? And if there were this de- 
ficiency, even in the Law within, duriog the 
firſt Covenant Adminiſtration, how could any 
the $Þ* Perfect then? And yet 'to ſhew that he a- 
/ ;, pounds with ContradiCtions, he hath ailowed 
iſt (It to many, as in above-cited Way rs the Ci- 
1) of God, p, 125. which I made the Til? of 
a this firſt Part. 
w. And now I came toG. Keith's Book of Divine 
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Immediate Revelation, Printed Arno. 1884. pDivine Im: 
& which I Read not till of late, by means of his med iate Ke- 


"2s 


* words plainly iwply, that there were many 
; F ſoch good honeſt Men,who were acceptable to 
&. © God through Chriſt, althovgh they had not 
bh * heard of Chrilt as yet outwardly Preached ? 
7, #See, p. 26. 27 Again, * Cornelizt; received the 
. |* Spirit Immcdiately,3nd yet oUtained it FUR 
a | THER 


en 


iting it, in his anſwer to me, of which anon. v//9n, 
4. $ Speaking of Cornelius, he faith, * Do not Peters 534: 


(32) 
£ THER by means of Peter's Preaching, p. 6 
#. Was not then the Spirit he received 
before and after Peter's Preaching, the fames 
Spirit. ; ' 
Again, © We no where Read in all the Scrip 
© ture, that Noah Preached to all Manking 
© in the Old World, but we find! expreſlyZ 
© that God, by his Spirit, did ſtrive'in thoſg 
© Men, which moſt plainly ſheweth that they 
© had ſome inward teaching given them fron 
« the SPIRIT OF GOD, for againſt what did 
© they Sin, but that Law Publiſhed by the Spi 
© rit of God in their Hearts, ſceing they had 
© no written Law ? —They had that inward 
© Law, which as Paul affirmed, the other Gen 
© tiles had, Rom. 1. See, Þ- 54. The word of 
© God was rarc inreſpe& of its being outward 
© preached, yet it was near and within, iq 
© the Hearts of both Jews and Gentiles, as! 
© Pau! did affirm, Rom. 10. compared with# 
Det. 30. rg 55. Whence I Query, What Spi4 
Tit this is *- What Law Publiſhed thereby 
What word this that Paul and Moſes Speak 
of? And whether they that received it anc 
obeved it received the Holy Spirit, and were 
thereby made perfeCt, eſpecially ſeeing he fur 
ther ſaith, p. 79. *All the Faithful under the 
© O!4 Covenant were immediatly taught offf ,, 
© God, yet not by vertne of the Old Cove D; 
© nant, bur of the New, which New CovenantF j, 
© in ſome degree had place in the time of the - 
© Old,arnd was to be further revealed,in Goſpelf iy 
* Daies, &c. Surely it the New CovenantF i, 
had place in ſome degrec, in the time of rheſ,,. 
Od” 
£ 


(33 
Gid, the New Teſtament promiſed (I will prt 
my Spirit within you, EZek. 36. 27.) had alſo 
3 a place during the Old Covenant Adminiltra- 
$ tion, even Where the word of Faith was cloſed 
with : And what Spirit is this, if not the Holy 
Spirit ? | 
S In p. $5. After having defended R, B's 
ſenſe, with reſpect to God, his never changing 
bs way or mauner of Teaching and Enlighintrs 
bis People by hys Spirit inwardly working in them, 
"fad bu Continuing the ſame in all Apes, before 
SPY the Law, afier the Law, and alſo after the cams 
had mg of Chriſt, he adds, p. 56. that, © The in- 
Yarge ward Preaching, Speaking and Il:umination 
INF of God, by his Spiric, did ALWAYS remain 
a OF in ſome degree, more or !cG, in the tras 
ard * Church, and in ALL its Members. [| Qu”, 
l, WiWere the Gentiles, who Lid by nature the 
3, ®Fhings Contained in the Law, none of theſe?J} 
WIWE For if at any time th: ourward Preaching 
SPI was little or none, —Go4 did ſupply that outs 
eby * ward defect inwarelv by his Spirit, Gr. 
Peary In the ſame Book (viz. That part which is 
L ann anſwer to Geo. Hicks) he ailedgeth, p. 1544 
werY Clemens Alexandrina is {2 fr from rvinking 
e furY tha: only the Prophets ard Apoſt'es wr by 
er theft divine Inſpiration, that he pl4inly declareth, 
ht OI that not only P!.co, but atlo many others 
COVER Preached and Declared tht only true God 
enany by his !nſpiration, And in p 158. That 7re- 
f the fm Martyr expreity faith, Tiwt the inna'd 
501pe ord or Reaſon, declared of James 1. 21, 
renar's Was in the #bilojopters, Ports and Sh ſtor.o- 
ry graphers, who by the impulſe thereof, ſpoks 
my oo | 
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© ſome things excellently. And they who live 
* with, or according to the Word, are Chri- : 
, ſtians, a$ among the Greci, ns, Socrates, He. © 
© raclitzzs, &c, But I query, How could that 8 
be, if the Holy Spirit, the Spirit of Chriſt Þ 
( without which none are his, Rom. 8, 9.) 
b2 given to none but Believers in Chriſt Cru- Þ 
cified, &c. Or that the Law within, both? 
Jews and Gentiles, made nothing perfc&t Lill 
the one offering came to bf revealcd ? Yet that 

he may appear, as he is, ContradiQory In e- 

very Brancii, in the following Page, he bids us, 

© Note, That whereas Faſtin Martyr called 

© Socrates and others, who lived in Conformity 

© to the Divine Word in them, Chriſtians 

© it is to be underitood in part, according t 


þ & 
7 


© that General Revelation, althovgh we fire | 
© not, that Secrates had the knowledge of Chriſty , 
* as he was to come in the Fleih, and ſuffell , 
, _ &c. Now Com mPare this with wha p 
himleli bath ſaid, 7:1 414vanced, p. 46. up « 
on this very allertion 0 oi J-:t1n Martyr's, Vil c 
Cite ey were real Chritcians, and were worfff « 
© rhy of that Honourable Name, they had ſon « 
© Faith and Knowledge of _ the Meſa « 
* &c. As ne was to come in the Fleſh, OfS c 
So one wile this wavering Mn reſtricts Chi R 
ſtianity to a belicf in Chriſt come, Crucih 
and R2iſed again, and allows the appellati A 
to Socrates and the reſt, only upon Condit 4, 
that they ſo knew ans bclieved_in Chriſt, Ch 
notiier wiiic admits them to he Chriltians und 


part, conform to the Divine Word, while 


ſoppoleriy ticm not to have had that Ko 
led 


FI J 


ledge. Yet whether Men who live in Confor- 
mity to the Divine Word, can be ſaid to be 
wholly Strangers to the Holy Spirit, himſelf 
will do well to conſider. 
In'his Plain Shore Catechiſm, Printed Anno. arechif 
* 1690, He faith by way of Quefion and Ars 1,0," * 
'I% ſwer, Qu. ©ls the Seed or Principle of the 
© ſecond or New Covenant, after ſome man- 
© ner, in all Men ? A Yea, Qs. And is that 
© Seed or Principle, Chriſt the Word of Faith ? 
© A Yea, p. 9: Now / Query, Whether Chriſt 
'# the Word of Faith, the Seed or Principle of 
the New Covenant, in all Men, were al- 
ways ſaving and perfeiting IN ALL MEN, 
where embraced ? Or ſince Chriſts Aſcenſion 
only * 
He queries again, ©Q. ls that great Myſtery 
"23 *preatly (I ſuppoſe ir ſhould be, generally) 
© revealed in all? A Nay, Q. Dtd not God 
* reſerve the more full Revelation of it, in a 
© more general way, to the time after Chriſt 
© ſhould ſuffer Death for Mens Sins, and riſe 
© again? A Yea, Q. Was not therefore Chriſt 
© the Myſtery hid from Ages and Generations, 
© until the fulneſs of time, and that boih as to 
© his inward and outward comingy for moſt 
© part ? A Yea, ibid. By theſs words [more 
full Revelation, more general way, for moft 
part] he ſeems to allow the Myſtery was nos 
hid from all. Now I query, Whether they, 
to whom the Myſtery was revealed before 
Chriſt ſuffzred Death for Mens Sins, w-+re 
under the Law within that made n9thing per- 
fe&, according to Truth Advanced, j, 71. Or 
2 Wot 


Truth AJ- 
vanced, 
1594. 
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were of the Many who were ſaved, and at- 
tained unto perfe& Peace and Reconciliation 
with God in their Souls, according to Way 
to City of God, p. 125. Or whether he will 
undertake to reconcile thoſe two Paſſages. | 

Hitherto I have oppoſed his former to his | 
latter writings, now let us ſte, whether in 
oe and the ſame Book, he be not as Contradi- F 
Qory to himſelf, and that in his Truth Ads þ 
varced, Printed Anno 1694. as a kind of Syſtem 
of G. Keith's Divinity. He asks, * Who can 
© ay with underſtanding, that 'Afoſes, Sammel, 
* David and the Prophets, and John that came 
© zfter, were not in that Kingdom, as well as 
© any now, for they had the SAME Righteonſ. F* 
© neſs, Peace and Joy in the HOLY GHOST), 
© 25 any now have; and therefore, if by the 
© Kingdom, we underſtand Chrilts Kingdom F 
© of Grace in the Hearts of true . Belicvers, 
* ſrrely Fohn, and all the holy Prophets, and 
© other Holy Men and Women were i it, as 
© well before Chriſt came in Fleſh, as /mce, &c. 
And a little lower, © All this doth not in the 
© leaſt infer, that the Prophets were not true 
© Believers in Chrilt, as well as any now, and F< 
© h:d norby true Faith an entrance into Gods 
© Kingdom, as well as any now ; for it is ab. 
*ſurd to ſuppoſe with the Papiſts, that when 
© they dycd, they Went into a Certain Limb 
* or Priſon, where they were detained, and 
* had not an enirance into God's jKingdom, 
* until Chriſt roſe from the Dead: And it is 
* as abſurd for any to Imagin, that Believers 


* generally, ſince Cliriſt came in he Fleſh 
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( 37 
aſter Death, have a gre:rer or highiy place, 
yh 97 are greater in the Kingdom of Glory, 
ll Þþ that is to come, than the prophets have,*for 
i it is moſt cjear from Scripture, that Avro» 
k ham, Iſaac and Jacob, and all the Proptets 
| are in'that Kingdom of God, Luke 13, 28 29, 
** And none can enter into the Kingdom 6f 
"od hereafter, who have not known ſome 
m *Peginning of entrance in to it here, in this 
an [© World, Sce p. 136, 137. This afferds much 
el, {natrer to comment on, and compare with 
me {at he hath delivered elſewhere, particular- 
| as ÞY 1n this very Book. 1, Moſes, the Prophers 
nf. $24 Job» were in the Kingdom, had Righte- 
T, buſneſs, Joy and Peace in the #oly Ghoſt, as 
the FE11 as any now: They and other Holy Men 
om $29 Women were in the Kingdom of G. ace, 
ers, # well before Chriſt came in the Fleſh, as ſince. 
ana $29w can that be ? If Chriſtpromiſcd the Ho- 
=—_ y Ghoſt PARTICULARLY to Pelievers in 
&c $'1, to ſuch ONLY who believed in him, 
 theÞ'©2 Chriſt Crucitied and Raifed again, as he 
true F'fts, p- 79. Could thele Holy Men and Wo- 
ana <2 believe in Chriſt Crncified and Raiſed a- 
>odsfin> before he was ſo? If not, Eow came they 
$ ab. 8, ©2t Gift, which was annexed to ſuch qua- 
when cations, as they could not have ? 2. They 
imbwFr< not detained in a Limoxs or Prifon ; it 
and a7 abſurdity in the Papiſts to ſuppoſe ſo, or 
"dom they had not an entrance into God's 
i it is nedom, until Chriſt roſe from the Dead, 
_— he here. Put in Þ. 71. that the Law 
Fleſhſ}*in made nothing per fect, vatil the Faith 
« .fic} Cbriſt, the one offering come to be revea- 
| Q 3 led, 
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led, by which one offering ke hath forever 
perfe&ted, &c, Is an entrance then admini- 
ſtred into the Kingdom of Grace, by a Law 
that doth not make perfeCt? Or can Men have 
that before the one offering, which perfedts, be 
Revealed, which is only to be had by the Re- 
velation of that one offering? 3. Whereas 
he aſſerts now, that none can enter into 
Kingdom of God hereafter, who have nt 
known ſome beginning oi en.rance In thi 
World, 1 ask, Can they enter by an imperfed 
Law ? It is hard for Man to come up to the 
height of- the Ability given, but can any ad 
vance higher ? If the Law be weak, are nc 
they weaker ? Again, if Men muſt know ſom 
beginning of entrance here, then thoſe Cor 
ſcientious Gentiles, ſuch as Corzelizs was bed 
fore Peter Preached to him, either had it her 
(and can that be without the Holy Ghoſt ! 
or they mu## have it there. If they have 
rot, but mult have it, when ſhall that bz, 
a renewed Vilitation, in ſome other Revolt © 
tion, or in Purgatory ? A Medium let bgy © 
find, if he can: And ſo 1 follow him to 
tccond Head. 


2. Abſurd;ties and Contradiftions Promiſcuml © 
Colletted, Buy 


I now come to make my Obſervatiors 
ſome Alſerdiics and Comrad:iens interwe 
by way of 2iſcelary, as 1 find them occo 
his late large Tra& , entituled, Truth Adhe 
ce, in which (as 1n the foregoing ) | 


{ 


(39) 
keep to the order of the Pages, for the mf 
art. 
ni- © Some (he ſaith) expound the Herbs and 
aw © Trees, .given to Man for Food before the 
naveſ® * Fall, to be paradilica!, Ger. 1. 29. And the 
;, be& © Earth paradiſical , diſtin& f.om this Groſs 
Re-S * viſible Earth, calicd the: Dry Lani, [and 
real adds? * So jt will be to the raiſed Saints, ar 
| he Reſurreftion of the Dead, who ſhall live 
nt and d yell in that Garden, where Adam and 
thi Eve at firſt was placed, called The New Earth, 
rel} © Rev. 20. And tiongh tley ſhall have the 


o th © Commard and Rule of this YViſible Earth, 
1y adyy * under Chriſt their Head, yer they ſhall need 
-e nol © nothing in ir, p. 24- By this it ſhould ſeem, 
r ſom] that this Yiſcble Earth i3 to remiin, thongh 
, Cord the Saints need nothing in it: Then nor to 
7as D S be Burnt Hp and diſſolved, with tie Wrkzs that 
it her «re therein, according, to 2 Per. 3. 10, Ii, for 


noft ?Þ what is burnt up and is CiſlvIved, is no more 
rave Þ Vilitlc. p 
- bz, From an uaproved aſlerticn that, * The Bo- 
a evol © dy of Man had not this Groincſs and Imper- 
et by © ſection before the Fall [he draws this !nfe- 
to i rence, that] © It is manifeſt, that the manner 
© of Mans Generation or Prop2gation had been 
© after a far more Excellent manoer, than now 
niſcut * ic is, if the Fall had not been, p. 27. 29S. 
But that is not Yazifet, though he, Di&ator 
like, faith it is 3 but needeth Proof, 
tions} © It is certainly a greit and hurtfal Error for 
erwol © any to hold, that the outward and Vili'e 
\ oc} © Earth vas not curſed for Mans ſake, Ciirh 
b AdG ie, p. 22, Then I hope the Contrery is truc, 
ng ) C 4 that 
{ 


(40) 
that the Earth ws Curſed for Mans ſake, But 
why, | pray? If © Man before the Fall was not 
* made of the common Duſt,. but much more 
* pure and Refincd, than that which of which 
© Mens Bodies were made f{ince the Fall, as 
he tells us, p. 21. and alid p. 117. and that 
 Paradice, where God placed Man, was no 
© part of this Vitible Earth, p. 16. "Muſt the 
Earth ſuffer for what Man did in Paradt 
when neither his Creation was out of be 
but of a mre pure and Refened Duſt, nor tis Si 
committed in her ? How could it affect her 
then? Is it equal ſhe ſhould ſuffer for what 
was done elſewhere, by one that had not his 
rice ovt of her ? Synrely if his Notion were 
true, the Garden wnere he Treſpaſled, and 
out of the Dutt whereof he was made, were 
more likely to be aff-ted with Adams Sin! 
than this Viible Earth: For Gocs way is equal, 
_ k. 18. 25. 
No Il!lumination (he ſaith) is able ro ſave] d 
« fully and perf: ly with Eternal Salvation S 
* but thzt which gives the Knowledge and 1: 
, Faith of Chriſt Crucifcd and Raiſed again P 
* 1: Then thoſe Fers and Gemles, "who C 
ared without ir, either ſha! not be ſaved 
vith eternal Salvation, or it muſt be revealcl} © 
bereitter, according t9 the Doctrine of th; 
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But MW* Bodies of the Saints at their appearance, ſhall 
not © have no heavineſs nor weight to encline them 
ore © to the Globe of the Earth, as Chriſts Body 
ich 8* Now in Heaven hath none—And in p. 98. 
* They ſhall appear in ſome certain place a- 
© boye the Globe of the Earth, over or above 
© the Mount of O01:ives, where Chriſt aſcended 
© after he roſe from the Dead. And though 
Whe Reſurretion Body of a Saint, cannot 
de 1n all places at once, yet without doubt 
they can move from one place to another, at 
* any diſtance, upwards or downwards, South, 
© North, Eaſt or Welt, in the twinckling of 
- his © an Fyc, or according to the ſwiftneſs of a 
ere © Thought, which is ezſy to underftand, and 
and © ſuch who know, that ſomic of the Moveable 
vere © Stars and Luminaries move ſome hundreds of 
Sin, © Miles in leſs than one Minute of time, ſome 
121, © of which are greater Bodies than the Globe 
* of the the Earth. This Notion he would 
ſave} do well ro Evince by plain Evidence of Holy 
ion Scriptures, and in Scripture Words and Terms, 
and ſeeing he ſaith, it 7s only ſafe 10 keep thereto, 
2inf P. 118. As ſuch I leaveit with him, and pro» 
whoſs cecd. 
aved © When their Reſurrc&tion Bodies ſhall be 
alc © given unto them, then their #7er white Gar- 
rhQ:& * ments ſhall be Cloathed upon, as with an 
hief © oxtward Garment, even 2s wh-n a man that 
ml © is Cloathed with a fine Linnen Shirt or Waſ- 
re © coat, putteth on another fine Garment above 
F © it, to which the words of Paul are to be 
it's © referred, 2 Cor. 5.1,2,3,4. See P. 101. And 
tion in the next Page, 2s if ts were proud of his 
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Compariſon, he goes on and tells us, © I ſhit 
© not enlarge at preſent, nor farther launc 
© forth into THESE MYSTERIES, +althoug 
©I may ſafcly ſay, more of theſe things ha 
© been in Part cpened unto me, than [ think 
© to d:clare; or can declare in Words, p. 10 
Which, if they be no bettzr than bis Waſ 
Coat Myſteries, he way even keep them to hin 
ſelf, and make the beſt of them : For he.j 
Strange Man at Similes. Yet he vill be ki 
for rather than Men ſhall want cloaths at tl 
Reſurre&ion, he hath provided them an upp 
and under Garment, a Shirt or Waſtcoar, and 
fine Garment above it : So that they ſhall | 
doubly cloathed, which is more than his Te 
allows him. 

As in P. 27. he had interpretad the Cox 
6 Shins, wherewith God cloatied Adam and Eve 


#*trr the FE 4 [A [0 Le A cloathicg tbe Soul with thi 


R1-lteouſneſs of the Lamyv, and ihe Body with thi 
Sk: and Fleſh of his frail, mortal ard corruptibli 
Rizy (on which I made my Obſervations inf 
my Ila# Book, called, People called Quakert 
Cearrd, CC P45.) now heimproveth it thus, 
© Within Tits. b-«zal Skin of the groſs Body 
© that rottethn in,the Grave, there 1s lodged 
© the tragBody/of Min, that corrupteth not; 
* and the grols Skin or viſible Part is no eſl=a-$ 
* 13] Part of the true Body, more then Droſ 
*i a Part of the Silver or Gold — but art the 
* Returrection of the Dead, nothing of the# 
* Drofly Part, that is brutal, ſhall ariſe, butÞ 
* on!y that which is proper to Man as Man, to{ 
$ Bic, tuch as {dam had before the fall. Sof 
* the 
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the Fleſh that is groſs, mortal and corrup- 
tible, is not that Fleſh, that ſhall be railed up 
immortal and incorruptible, p. 113. This 
ot only contradiQts his own ſay ing ( 7eſtimony 
g4inſk that abſur'd Opinion, p. 3- ) © That 
which riſeth is the MORTAL, that putreth 
on immortality, and the corruptible which 
putteth on incorruption, but even the Apo= 
Me Paul, for he ſaith, this mortal ſhall put on 
Wmmortality, 1 Cor. 15. 54+ Now from what 1 
have quoted above, 1 demand proof of him. 
Firſt, That the frail} mortal and corruptible 
Body, which Adam had after the Fall, was not 
the Body he had before the Fall. Sccond!ly, T hat 
the Body he had after the Fall riſeth not, but 
that which he had before the Fall; for we muſt 
not take things upon truſt from (o unſtable an 
# Author. 

S In p. 115. he tells his Reader, where the 
p:i6/ © Separation is made b:tween the pure and 70 
Ss inf) © ble Part, and that drofy Part in Mans Body 
ekeriy E viz.) © In the Myſtical and Inviſible Iachpe- 
hus# © /ahb, or Sepnlchre in Hebron, in the Land of 
odjfy © 1ſrael, figuratively and myſtically underftood 
[and who it is to be ] © bought of, viz. Of 
on, © Ephron the Duſt-Eaxter, [| and at what price, 
-0-H viz.J © 400. pieces of Silver, #. e. by fo ma» 
os *ny Vertues [ and adds in the next Page J 
heſs © that in the myſtical Land of /ſ-ael, ai the dead 
he# © Bodies of the Saints ſhall be raiſed ap, and 
urs © ſtand with the Lamb upon Mount Zion, to 
tok <wit, not the /ireral Zion, but the A/yſtical 
$ [ But foreſceing an Objettion, viz. ] © How can 
theſe 400. pieces of Silver ( ſigmfyimg ſo many 
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©Yerines, be paid to Ephron the Duſt-Eater, r 
© Ephron be the Dews/, &c. [to this he venſſſ 
gravely Anſwers 1 © T hings ſpoken by way « ; 
© Allegory, and Parable are not tritly to by M 


© underſtood in every Circumſtance, This i 
like himſelf, Di#ator-lite, when he pleaſes th 
ſhall ; when otherwiſe they ſhall not be under 
ſtood in every Circumſtance : His Word muff 
be a Law, elſe he will wrangle. Nay in thi } 
very Place he will not bate an Ace of 400, 
Vertues, they muſt be juſt ſo many, © the num 
© ber 400- being ( as he faith) produced of 
© four, Anſwer to the four elemental Principles 
Cor Qralities of the Body, and the number 10, 
©to.the ren Commandments, and that again 
© multiplied by other ten, becauſe every one of 
© the ten Commaniiments may be well unders 
© ſtood to be branched forth into other ten. 
This is to impoſe not argue. If this be the Fruit 
of his being farther enlightned, as he boaſts ( Ad> 
vertiſemert, P. 4+ ) 1 may ſately ſay, ſurely the 
{4 j; better, Luke 5. 39. what he learnt, when 
little and low, beyond thele tow'ring [magina- 
tions, But what Reaſon, I pray, ſave that G. 
Keith ſaith it, is there for ſtraining the Alle- 
gory in oc place, not in the other ? Or why 
mizht not another muliip:y them by ten more, 
ar4 ſo make 4c00. of them ? 

Again, he faith, * The Graves that ſhall te 
© openecs2 at the Reſu:retion of the Dead, are 
© not any vitible Places on this Globe of the 
*FErth [ How will he prove that? I am fure 
his Friends he would naw creep in with, are of 
anotiier 3iug ] * but certain invifible places to 
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our carnal Eyes —- commonly ( adds he } 


by Men have two Graves, the firit given them 
VEE by Men, until the Separation be made betwixt 
x WP the Kirrel and the Droſſy Part, by PutrefaCti- 


on ( as ſuppoſe after a Year, or more or leſs) 
the ſecond given them by God, who probably 
may uſe the Miniſtry of Angels therein. Sec 
Fude 9. ſaith he, p. 116, 117. Query, What 
Secomes of the Body, after a Year or more, 
When the Separation is made bztwixt the Kir- 
el and Droſſie Part ? And what becomes of 
he Kirnel? Where is it beſtowcd till the Day 
df Judgment? Or to uſe his own W ords, IS 


ples dnly Belly, Guts, 2nd Draught leſt behind ? 
10.8 He gocs on, © What is ſaid of the Droſly 
on Part belonging to Mens Bodies, called by Pau!, 


Corruption, is no wile to be underſtood of the 
Body of Chriſt, which hid no tuch part in 
ten. It, but was altogether moſt Pure, and ſaw no 
Cult Corrup "tion, and therefore when the Sepul- 
Ae chre was looked into, nothing was there to be 
eB found, but the Grave-cloaths, p. 117. From 
nen There 1 obſerve, that the additional Cloathing 
nd- Which he makes Man to have received after the 
G Fall, that which was no: proper to Man as Mzn, 

Jc- iz, the Skin and Fleſh of tits frail, mortal, 
hy Þnd correptib'e Body, Chriit partook of and 
10, Þſcended with (nothing was to be fourd in. the 
by depalch:e, but the Grave cloaths ) yet [1s 
' Flch nor corropt: But we leave that 
loathing behind rs, a Separation being made 
detwixt the Kirnel and the Droſfly Part: How 

hen ſhall our vile Bodies be changed, and 

eſhioned like his glorious Lody { accord- 
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jog to Phil. 3.21.) if we riſe only with w 
is proper to Man as Man, and which 


had before the Fall, and Chriſt taketh box 


Is that ( which he in us terms the brutal P 
i neceſſary an Appendix to Chriſts Body, 
not ſo to ours ? Or are our vile Bodies, inſt: 
of being faſhioned like his glorious Body, | 
behind unchanged ? This ?tis to over-yaly: 
Mans ſelf upon School Philoſophy, and negle4 
better Teacher: And 1 bring it, not as declat 
tive of my own Faith either way, but as 4y 
'mentum ad hominem, againſt G, Keith, 

© That the Body of Man before the Fall ( 
which he compares the Reſurre&ion Bodie 
* were not made of this viſible Earth, but 
© that Duſt whereof is Gold, and the Stones of 
© Sapphires, Job 28. 6. compared 'with K: 
©21. 21. 1s another of his wnproved Afſertio 
Toid. And yet p. 118, ſumming up his 
ter, he ſaith, © But againſt the Doctrine oft 
5 Reſurreftion, as here delivered and oper 
© by plain Evidence of Holy Scripture, and 
* Scripture Worcs and Terms, to which it 
* ONLY fafein this and in all other things, 
© keep cloſe, ſome will be ready to Obj 
Anſw. Who theſe Objefters are, he hath not d 
clared, nor p*rkaps can. We have been 
far from ſo Obj*Ging, that we have ſtill ke 
to it our ſelves, and rejected the contra 
particularly in this very Controverlie of the! 
ſurrection. And ] am willing to join iſſue wi 


. n . W 
him here, touching ti-eſe very Netions he hi 


{o lately Broacht. Let him then give plain 
dence from Scripture, and in Scripture Words 
Ter 
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erms, that God cloathed Man, after the Fall, 
ith the Skin and Fleſh of this frail, mortal and 
orruptible Body; that there is a twofold 
rave, one given by Man, the other given by 
od who may therein uſe the Minftry of An- 
els; that it is to be bought of the Duſt- Eater, 
he Devil, and the purchaſe 400 Vertues, an- 
wering to the four Elemental Principles, and 
he ten Commandments brancht forth into o= 
her ten; that Man was not made of the cem- 
on Duſt of this viſible Earth; and that the Re. 
urrection—Bodies were to be made of the ſame. 
e that is ſo tart vpon other:, let us ſee how 
e will come off hicſelf; for 1 demand Chap- 
er and /rſe for theſe Aſſertions of his. More 
could inſtance in, but theſe lye next. 

As he had ſaid, p. 27. © Ir is not to be que- 
ſtioned, bur the trne Body of Man lieth with- 
in the Shell, Oar or Mine of this g1oſs, hea- 
vy and corruptible Body, and that is it which 
ſhall be the ReſurreCtion Body, at the Reſur- 
h i rection of the Dead. Sn now he faith, 
Thovgh Man-Eaters may eat the groſs Part of 
Jbied ans Lody, yer that more ſibtile and invili- 
W* ble Part, they cannot, ror can that which be- 

*t5rgs to one be given ro another : kence by 
1 kell, ay of Allegory and Metaphor, ic is called 
, T7 : I P - 

Boe In Scripture, 1/2. 66.14. Ste Þ. 119% 


ir . " * , 

B Query, V/hat is that groſs part.the Man-Emners 
L . _ ”y # TY 

= eat? Isiton!ly Uis Bey, Cats ard Draus's, 

» ball Which p. 111. he tells us, P24! difirznifheih 


from the Body, ſaying, G:4 mil deſtroy rhe Bel- 
1; A > but he doth not ſay 4c will deſeroy the Body? 

And what is the more /:5:i/e and jnvifihte Part ? 
T er 's 
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is it that very Numerical Body that dyeth 
( without Belly, Guts and Draught) which he 
faith elſewhere, Man was cloathed with aft 

the Fall. Or is it tiat Body, which he pr 

tends is prqper to Man as Man, and receivet 
before the Fall ? Again, What is that Bone, h 
ſpeaks of? Is it the Bone LUZ, he hath talk 
of ? Or what is it ? If he will needs ſet up for 
a new Seft, between the received Opinion of 
the ſame Body of Fleſh, Blood and Bones ri 
ſing, and our ſticking to Scripture Word 

that it 4s ſown 4 natural Body, raiſed a ſpiritud 
Body, let him explain his terms. 

Now Jet us hear him upen a new Subject 
having treated from þ. 122, of the new Heaven 
and new Earth, promiſed to the Saints, in 
124. he ſaith, * This new Farth is called Prov 
©8. 26. The higheft Part ( Heb. Head) of i 
* Duſts of the iorld. (And 1[2.58. The bigh place 
© of the Earth, All which {he tells us) cannc 
© be underſtood of any vi/ible places of the Eart 
C Why fo ? Becauſe G. Keith faithit? ] © And 
© that it is called, Prov, $.The Head of the Duſi s of 


* the World, doth plainly Point at the Excelerof 


* of it, for as Man is called in Scriptire the lircle 
© World, and the whole Creature, fo the World 
* may be called, and 1s fo called by ſome, 4 
* great 47tr, Now thouzh the lower Parts 0 
* this gre.:e 2721 (i. ce, the World) are viſible 
*to our carnal Eyes, yet the Head or chit 
* Part © 1. is invilible to us, and will be until 
*we :ttain to our Reſurrection Bodies, bit 


* with Eyes ſuitable to our RefurrcQion Bodies, 


*we {hal}! boti fee it, aad find our ſelves 1n 
w 
Jb 
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tit, .&c. See p: 124, 125. [ And then tells us J 
© That in Scripture the Word Land or Earti 
© — hath a Reference to a certain Place or Re- 
prey © gion, above the Globe of this viſible Earth, 
ved © whicher the Body of Chriſt is aſcended, and 
, I: © whither the Bodies of the gailed Saints, at 
calkt © the ReſurreQion of the Dead ſhall aſcend, 
> forff *&'c. Anſow. That Prov. 8. and 1/a. 58. ſpeak 
n off of the new Heavens, and the new Earth, he 
s ri would enforce, /b;d. from the Terms high and 
ordsl higheſt Part of the Earth, alledging the viſible 
ritndf Mountains are but like Moles in a Face, and from 
the Excetency of iz. But what of all that? The 
2enF Hills are the higheſt places in reſpe& of the 
* Valleys, and a Mole in a Mans Face, 1s 2 ri- 
fing there, and higher than the reſt ? as well as 
that one part of the Earth excels another. Was 
not, Canaan, the Land be bad efpied for Iſrael, 
lacethe Glory of all Lands, Ezek. 20.6, Or is there 
nnoFno tranſcendency, no excellency to be allowed 
o one part of the viſible Creation before another, 
Wbat we muſt needs confound it with the new 
MWEarth? Again 1 obſerve that, with him, This 
mew Earth is parc of the o!d Earth, the /ower 
Parts of this great Man (the World ) ate v- 
ible; the other, the Head or Chief Part, invis 
ſole, Whence will be pretend to deduce his 
Proof hereof, viz. That the new Earili was 
part of the old ? Will he do it by plain evis 
ence of Holy Scripture, and in Scripture 
ords and Terms, to which he ſaid in p. 118, 
t is only (afe to keep? Or will he dig into the 
Ditch of that called Philoſopby ( a Phraſe of his 
dn) to make it out? And whereas he tells. 
D n3z 
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vs, that the Word Land or Earth in Scripta, 
hath reference 10 a certain Place or Region, abou, 
the Globe of this viſible Earth, whither Chriſt iff 
aſcended, and the Seints Bodies ſhall aſcend, why 
doth he not give his Reader Chapter and Yer 
where it is ſo ſkid, that he may ſee whitherſ 
cogent or aptly applied, or no ? 

From p. 125. to Þ. 127. he infers the long 
Life of thoſe within the 34Gleninm, or thouſanly 
Years, from ſa. 65. 20, 21, 22. ſaying p- 126, 
© The Age of Men ſhall be exceedingly pre 
© longed beyond what it is now, even as it wa 
©in that Time before the Flood [| Again 
© Whereas it is promiſed, As are the Days of 
© Tree, ſo are the Days of my People, 1 do w 
© remember, that Faſtin Martyr, in his Di 
© logue with Tryphon the Few, ſaith, * Tho 
© they ſhould be read, As are the Days of this, 
© Tree of Life, {o are the Days of my People; 
* which do relate to Adams Paradiſical Eſtat 
© before the Fall (faith G. Keith) for if Ads 
© had not finned, he had never dyed the Bodi 
© Death, &c. p. 127, What 1s this but 
confound long Life with Eternity, and that ol 
of the ſame Text ? Eſpecially conſidering, thi 
in that very verſe it is ſaid, They ſhall not buil 
and another inhabit: they frall not cat, and an 
ther plaat; for as the days of a Tree, are the di 
of my People, Ia.65. 22, Doth he think wha 
they 64: and planted while here, they ſhoull 
inhabit in, and eat of hereafter ? 

Looking back upon p. 126. towards t 
bottom, | find this Paſſage, viz. * The raiſe 
$ Saivits ſhall necd neither Candle nor Light Si 
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tithe Sun, even to their bodily Eyes, as 4s 
Milem, before his Fall needed no Light of the 
| ifCandle, or of the Sun, &c. Av/w, This 
WIS gratis dittum that Adam, before the Fall, 
er]eSeded not either Light of the Candle or Sun, 
ther have we plain Evidence of Holy Scripture for 
\ or {ſo much as Scripture Words or Terms, 
oMhich he, even now, ſaid it is only ſafe to keep 
ſans, That the raiſed Saints, as to their bodily 
hes, ſhall nor need it, is cjuſdem farine; for 
is the Sizht, ſo the Objet: And it is not to 
queſtioned, but they ſhall be in as good a 
pndition, as ever Adam was before the Fall, 
| may be inferred that their Opticks, if the 
ne (which lies upon him to prove) will be as 

nefrating, as ever his were, before he fell. 
To an Objeftion, That * As the Manna was 
ot to be gathered on the Sabbath-day, &c. 
din the Time of the ico0 Years, or great 
Wabbath — there is no poſlibility of Converſi- 
nto any, who have not b:zen formerly cots 
rted {| he Anſwers ] It dota well enough 
dre, that there is no poſſibility of Conver- 
on to any, who have former}; lived in the 
nagVorld, and negleted their Ti:ne of Grace 
d Salvation, whici! they once had — it is 
in for any ſuch toexpect to live again, and 

we another Times of Grace and Satration, 
it ir doth not in the lezſt prove thar Iny 
ch, whe have not at any Time tormerly 
ed in the World, ſh] not have a Time of 
Uﬀrace, &c, This | bring as an I frnce of his 
Waning to the Notion of the Revzolutioniſts, 
ich he cares not publickly to ow 1; Bat ii ne 
| D323 vid 
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did not believe Mcn might come into t 
Vorld again, he might have ſaid ſo, in T 
:is, and have anſwered the Objedion dire 
without any Circumlocution. Nay he betr 
eth what he had in reſerve, in what follo 
where ſpeaking of ſuch as have been prev 
from having the outward means of Salvation <|i 
ea, he adus, that God * doth well know to ty 
* ply what is wanting to any Part of Manki 
©jn ſuch Ways and Methods, and by { 
© means as Men cannot comprehend. Now 
having been poſtive in P. 44+ That Eternal 
and Salvation is ONLY to be had through 
Faith and Knowledge of Chriſt crucified, &c, 
muſt mean by [ſupply what is wanting ] fc 
Viſitation or Means of imparting that*Fa 
though the Medns, or Manner cf doing it 
not expreſt, which mult be here by a rene 
V iſtration, and then it favours the Conceit 
the Kevo/urioniſts; or hereafter, and then 
more than borders upon that of Purgatory. 
To his Notion, p. 152. of an outward 
viſile Antichriſt, yet to come, who ſhall call 
[-l7 cs Chriſt and Mcſſiah, ard atceive many f 
/ijrians and Jews, | Reply, He had bet 
to-K a7 20mc, for there Antichriſt already 

t.th and reigneth, even where Chriſt 
14"; aud the Houſe which was once (i: 
ai z3rniſhed, is the unclean Spirit ent 
v-ith &'hncr worſe, 

His aijevging, thit © None are truly 
*pioperly Chriſtians, but who are anoin 
© with fome merſure of that Heavenly ini 
*j17 ot the Holy Spirit, that cometh fr 

* Cat 
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Chriſt, which none receive tut through the 
Faith of Chriſt crucified and raiſed again, p. 
67. I oppoſe to his ſaying, Apprnvix to [me 
diate Revelation, Þ. 243. that true Religon and 
hriſtianicy may ſubſeſt without the Hiſtory of 
briſt in the Letter, having alceady made wy 
Remarks thereon elſewhere. 
The next thing before me, is where he ſaith, 
We do not find, that God faw the ſecond 
Days Work to be good, but ir is ſaid of all 
the reſt, God ſaw that ir was good, Which may 
Myſtically ſignifie unto us, th: great Dege- 
neration of Mankind in the fecond Age, p. 
172, Anſw. I thought all Gods Works had 
en good, the /econd as well as the ſeventh, Is 
"We of another Mind ? Ger. 1. 31. teils us, God 
T every thing that he had made, and bei,old it 
as very good, and adds, and the Evening and 
Whe Morning were the Sixth Day, $9 that very 
ood is aſcribed to the Six, which were in bc- 
ng: and among them the ſecond was one, not 
o the ſeventh for that was ne yt in bcing, 
or mention?d in that Chaptcr, 1s it not 
Ro0gh for him to be ſelf-inconſiftent, but he 
muſt endeavour to render the grear Crea'o? fo 
oo? Which muſt be, if he ſaw every (ins that 
ie had made to be very good, and had not 
en the ſecond Days Work to be ſo ? 
Well had it been for him, hz could havewa- 
en the Counſcl he is fo realy to give, viz, 
Let none be haſty to embrace or rejeCt any 
thing or things, that Men may bring for: h 
as Openings or Diſcoverics of Divine Truth, 
beyond what is at preſent commonly mice 
D 3 * KNOWN: 
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* known; for Sathan is not wanting to tran 
* form himſelf; as if he were an Angel of Ly 
© ard will beapt to intrude his Diabolical $1 
© geltions and Deviliſk DoQrines, as if the 
$ were Divine Revelations, p. 159. Of 
kind his are, they that walk in the Light, ( 
zbundantly ſee and perceive, not without gri 
on his behalf ; which that others alſo may ſe 
and avoid the ſnare he warns of, while he mik 
rably plungeth himſelf into it,are theſe expoſe 
Thus Reader, haſt thou preſented unto the 
25 ina mirror or ſhort Exira&, ſome more 
Ge, Keith his Contradiftions and Abſurdities, 
rroemifed in” the "Title, for thee to confſide 
from what Fountain they ſprang, ſeeing the | 
poitle J-1es ſaith, Doth a Fountain fend fori 
at ine ſame place, ſweet and bitter, Chap. 37 w 
(7. Ang now [| ſhall conſider his 1:te Book, i 


Anſwerto Mire, called, The People called Qu 
kers cleared by G. Keitir, from the falſe [ 
*trines charged upen them by G. Keith, &! 
wherein I had compared ſome of his Contrad 
2:;0ns together, 


3. Reply tro G. Keith's Book, Entituled, An 
Chriits and Sadducecs detected, &c. 


While 1 was Reviſing G. Keith's Books, at 
cigeRing the Quotations for a further Servict 
that miyhrt offer, knowing I had to do with 
reſticſs Adverſery, wiio tor all his pretences t 
want of Tine ard Aviliiy of witward Eſtate 
vas vnealy under our Defences, out comes 2 
Agrrtiſement ( ina news Paper called Pega 


Muinh, 14. ) ſubſcribed, G, Keith, wherel 
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he declares himſelf greatly injured, and badly and 
unjuſtly reflefed on, 12 my Book entituled, Peg. 
ple called Quakers cleared, &c. and gives notice 
that after ow Anſwer to his late Narrative 
(which he /appoſes, and might well ſuppoſe we 
would Anſwer) he parpoſeth, God willing, to jn- 
timate another Meeting ( with Teave of Authority ) 
«at Turners Hall, zo Anſwer the Book, and de- 
teff ( as he faith ) the ſeveral groſs Perverfions 
and abuſive Wreſtings therein. But like a Man, 
that never knows how to hold long of one 
Mind,he at length puts it upon another(tho? i= 
deed more proper) iſſue, where I'now mect hu. 

His Book, as by Title Page, is divided into 
three Parts, 1. An Anſiver to Caleb Puſey. 2. To 
me. 3. Poſtſcript to the Pious and Learned in 
the Church of England, and among other Pro- 
teſtant Diſſenters, I ſhall a little invert the 
Order, and begin with what affeQts my (elf, it 
being Relative to what precedes above, where 
having placed my Quotations according to 
their Dates and Pages, and the Title Pages of 
the Books ia the Margin, the Reader may 
more eaſily recurr to them, when referred to 
in what follows. 


part,Some Remarks upon J. Penington's late Book, 


ib ; Enti:uled, The People called Quakers clearcd, 
ich ©c- 4:4 G. Whitehead bis Poſtſcripe, ſhewing 
es of ſore of their groſs Perverſions, falſhoods ard 
Lal grounileſs Calummies ag:inft G. Keith. 
uy! The Charge is high, now let us ſee how 
W the Proof will anſwer. To my ſaying, that 
rei) $9 the Mecting he appointed (at Turners Hal) 
| D 4 our 


He begins with me, p. 21. and entitules that Pag? 21. 
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our Conſent was neither ſought nor made neceſ 
ſary, heanſwers, They got rimely notice, a Mom 
before band, and were deſired to be preſent. Anl, 
T hat proves not, that our Conſent was eirhe 
ſought or mage neceſſary, for upon the Publicati 
On of his Summons he Jcaves no room for thi 
dut declares his full Intention to be there, and 
Make gocd his. Charge,. whether we” come 0 
no ( ſee Advertiſement, p. 2. ) nor doth hi 
defirins us in former Prints, to conſent to Time an 
Place, as alledged by him, evince that .T'HIS 
Mecting was not appointed without our Corn 
{ent ſought or nfzde neceſſary. What the Rea 
!ons of our refuſal to meet him were, hath beet 
already made publick, even by my ſelf in my 
REFLECTIONS upon his Advertiſment,where 
to I referr, and proceed, 

To my telizzg him ( he faith rheir, in the 
Plural, as if he ſcorncd to engage me ſingle ) 
that two Books lye upon him unanſwered, to 
which he gave grounds to expctt an Anſwer, 
he faith, Firſt, Some of their own Church have 
ſufficien'ly anſwered to ſhew the badneſs of their 
Cauſe, in tiat cinſure they rave againſt T.-Ell- 
wood, ©&c. It this were truc, that ſome had 
Cone To, for they are nameleſs, and at moſ 
give but their own Cenſure, and that but to a 
P.flage or two, have they anſwered the Book 
in Print? Or if they had, would that excuſeG, 
£:u:? How willing ishe to ſhift, when pinch- 
ed, and tO lay bold of any Twit, like a drowning 
1.2 (a Compariſon he-once uſed ) to evade 
maxing good h's Charge ? But he hath a Seconds 
ly. VIZ. taat Le bath offered io Anſwer them Viva 
yoce, 
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yoce, .at 4 Meeting, alledging there js no end of 
anſwering them in Print, that few will be at the 
Pains to compare Book with Book, and that the 
ther Charge is 100 great for bim, But why did he be- 
ati gin then with Printing, and not rather have 
exhibited his Charge at firſt Y5v4 voce, if he- 
Feſteemed thatthe beſt Method of Debate ? Bur 
todo it now -when he hath drawn us into the 
wPreſs, and to expet we ſhould do ſo too, is 
xrepolterous, --Nay, why doth he now anſwer 
We in Print, ſeeing ſo few will be at the pains 
of comparing Book with Book, &c. as he al- 
edgeth, and that he ſo lately propoſed a Yiva 
voce, vindicating himſelf againſt me, in his 
Wrinzed ADVERTISEMENT tagg'd to the Tail 
pf Peg aſus,but that he is ſo hampered with a bad 
wſe, that he knows not which way toturn ? 

My Quotations, in the Book he now pre- 
ends to Anſwer, were 1. His vindicating our 
Principles from our common Adverſaries. 2. His 
ontradictions in teveral Docrinal Parts. To 
he firſt, he Anſwers, Sch as I did think were 
heir Principles, 1 did formerly vindicate. Nay, 
.Wiis will not ſhelter him, it was ſuch as he 
NEW to be ſo, and that from twenty eight 
moſtFears Converſe both Publick and Private, with 
to aſe moſt Noted and Eſteemed among them, in 
300k Many Places ofthe World in Exrope and Ame 
ſe G, ca, as he told C. Mather (and1 ciced him ) 
nch- Werious Appeal, p. 7. And among the reſt were 
ping me of thoſe very Books of G. Whitehead and W. 
vade Fern, out of which he hath ſince pickt Quarrels, 
-ond- ſrought in his Book of The Chriſtian Faub, GC. 
Viva $5 Sound and Orthodox, and to convince onr Ope 
poſers, 


'coples of the Teachers among the Quakers unive 
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poſers, that it is and hath been our confant 
firm belief to expeft Salvation by the Man Chrij 
TFeſus, that was outwardly Crucified at Jeruſale 
( as in Title Poge, and Þ. 16.) So that he nc 
freely acknowledging ( p. 22. of this Book ) 
ſhortneſs and miſtake, with reſpet to the Pri 


ſally, and the Principles of G. Whitehead 
W. Penn, as it is to introduce a flander, foi 
of no weight. The like he had ſaid, Exal 
Narrative, p. 61. and would haye me to tal 
that for an anſwer to my Book, called, An 
poſtate Expoſed, but I ſhall not ſo excuſe hir 
but put him upon anſwering the Book. If th 
alone might have ſerved, why did he not p 
me off ſo here, and give me no further anſe 
to this Book of mine, I am now defending 
ainſt his Remarks? Nor was I moſt wuncharit 
le to him in alledging (as I did in my 
p. 10. and he in part Cites here ) that he n 
nifelted great hardneſs, who had ſo large, 
long, ſo near and intimate Converſe amo 
Friends, now all of a ſudden to give the lye 
all this, and deduce ſome of his pretended Pri 
bations, out of the Books he had ſo newly cc 
mended and recommended ? For that is a t 

State of the Caſe. 
He goes on Cin ſaid p. 22.) maimingÞ e, 
Quotation of mine ont of him, and then inſulff ;,, 
ting over me. I had it thus, © Seeing this tr C3 
* Faith is wrought in Gods ordinary way IM +, 
© Preaching, therefore the true Faith of Chrillf ,, 
* Deati1 and Sufferings ought to be one of thlf © 
* firſt-and chi-feſt Things, that every true My 4, 
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£ aifter ought to Preach [ there he ſtops with 
an,&#c. but had he quoted the reſt, his Cavil bad 


any been out of Doors, which was thus }] © and 
wi *© build up his Hearcrs in, in order to bring 
) *F © them to Communion with God and Chriſt in 
Prod <Syirit, and that they may witneſs God and 
1008 © Chriſt to dwell in them. Upon this he vaunts, 
| ol Gying, © Itis my Lotto have to do with Men, 
ſol © that have neither ſo much true Logick, nor 
EX#Y * common Senſe, as to underſtand what a true 
all © Contradiction is [ then deſcanting upon the 
1s F Words ONE OF THE FIRST, he adds a lit- 
hin tle lower }] © It is no Contradittion to ſay, G. 
f tall © jhizebead was one of the firſs Quakers — &. 
© PY © Fox was the fir Quaker. Well, I hope be- 
nſy fore I have done with bim further to mani= 
NET feft, as little as I pretend to Logick, that he 
rv hath really contradifted himſelf, and that not 
ſo much from the Words he ſo plaies up- 
En 


on, 3$ upon what follow, viz. [ and build up 
his Hearers in Order to bring them into Com- 
munion with God ard Chriſt, and that they 
may witneſs God and Chriſto dwell in them] 
T lf this be true, that the Faith of Chrifts Death 
and Sufferings is that which brings into Com- 
munion with God, &c. the bailding up there- 
in, that whereby they witneſs God and Chriſt 
to dwell in them, then to be preached before the 
ward; but if it be true, that the Knowledge of 
Chriſts inward coming is the more needful and in 
ay 'N the firſt Place, as being that by which the true and g 
comfortable uſe of his outward coming is «lone 
ſufficiently underſtood z as he allerted, Way r8 
ue "Y the City of God, Þ. 3. and I cited him in my 

, P+ 13, 
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P. 12. Then the Inward to be Preacbed before the 
Outward, And this is a ContradiQtion. 

But for the better under; anding of the Caſe, 
the Diftinition betwixt General Kelizion and Chri- 
ſftian Religion ( he ſaith ) is to be conſidered, which 
Diftinftion I bave uſed ( adds he) in mv Book, 
called, Divine Immediate Revelation and Inſpi- 
ration, &c. Anſw. I am beholden to him for 
i this Reference, out of a- Book I had not ready 
bj before; for it not only helpeth me to freſh Paſ- 

| fages in'General, but even here it makes for 
| me, not for him. For in p. 45. he ſaith, © The 
{#4 © Scriptures do witneſs abundantly cqncerning 
it © ſuch an experimental and ſpiritually ſenſible 
= © Knowledge of God, which is perceived in 
: W © moſt inward Union and Communicn of the 
ih * Soul with God, and ina certain intellectual 
©and ſpiritual Contaft, or Touch, of which! 
©not only Plato and Plotin, and others among 
© thoſe called Philoſophers, but the Apoſtles a 
© mong the Chriſtians, have largely made men- 
} *tion. Hencel query, What Religion theirs 
Fl" was, that of Plaro,aFlv1in and the Heathen Phi- 
"il; loſophers ? General Religion, or the Chriſtian 


Ws | Religion ? Again, what the moſt inward Uni- 
WAI on of their Souls with God, that ſpiritual 
108 Conta&t, or Touch, that ſpiritual, ſenſible 
"AAR Knowledge of God, he allows them to have 
Ig" witn:ſled ; was it with or without the Holy 


Ghoſt, ſecing as yet Jcſus was not ſo much as 
@ born in the Outward ? 
Ft £22 In p. 23. Ae faith, [r mrſt evidently appear: 
1 ? from the expreſs Words of my Book of Univerſal 
| | Grace, Þ. 120. That I did not then hold, = 
the 
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the Light within was ſufficient to Salvation without 
aſe | 2? thing elſe, as without Chriſts outward Coming, 
1.28 &. Anſw. It will ſofficiently appear, to 
hich them who duly-conſult the place, that ( even 
Jook, according to G. Keith) © the other Nations 

[ viz. the Gentiles ] © were not deſtitute of 


= * the main and principal thing, even -of the 
ood * Manifeſtation of the Light and Spirit of the 


PaC. ; ©Son in their Hearts, and that thoſe that did 
©improre it, did both know the-Lord and his 


., * Laws, and were JUSTIFIED through Faith 
ning * in him, &c. Andit will alſo appear to ſuch 


jt 25 Will caſt an Eye upon whiat he hath Gaid, no 
longer ago than'in the Fear, 4691. .in his 


ek Prezb. and Ind. Chur. p 116. that he ther 
20a] held. that © It is no leG than real Blaſphetny, 
hich! *to ſay, that the Light within is not ſufficient, 
0h *togive that Knowledge of God that is nece(- 

5 *fary unto Salvation. Now if this doth not 


> OY depretiate the bleſſed Effets of Chriſts out- 


rl ward Coming, when delivered by G, Keith 
Phi- (which is the Scope of what he offers in the 


Rin Page under my Conſideration) why muſt it be 
Joi rendred fo to do, when delivered (as he ſug- 
geſts) by us, except to gratifie his raneour, 


_ mo will aliow that Expolition to his own 

mw” Words, he.denies to others ? # 

Joly In page 24. He makes my Charge to be, Fag: 24. 
"_p- That he did” formerly ho'd that C'1 ils inward 

comes ſaves, where the oniward is untkndwn, in 

eh Which he renders me guilty of groſs Forgery 


ral 974 Perverſion ( for he ſeldom Uharges lower 
n any thing that alietts himſelf) of Foroery, 
ſeewg 1 cite no paſſuze out of ary of bis 99 hs 

where 
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where he expreſſeth theſe words, Where the outward 
3s unknown, &c, But is it Forgery to give; his 
words without a Citation ? If fo, it is his own 
beloved Crime. Yet had he but turned over 
the next Leaf in my Book, and minded what 
he read, he might have found, that I bring 
him in ſaying, The outwerd Coming, ſuffering 
and Death of Chrift, may bave and bath a true 
and real influence, upon them who kyow it not ex« 
preſly. Again, Why may not many recieve an ad- 
vantage by Chriſt, the ſecond Adam's Obedience. 
even 5n the outward, who never knew it exprefly, We 
&c. This might have fhut his Cavil out of 
Doors, had jt not been ſo Natural to him to 
Wrangle. 

He adds, They ( for that is the word he 
uſeth, when he brings any thing out of my 
Book) «re guilty of groſly Perverting my words 
and ſenſe, as if 1 did hold, that Chriſts inward 
coming ſaves, with Eternal Salvation, without all 
Knowledge of Chriſts outward coming, What 
means he by the tearm, Eternal Salvation (which 
yet were none of my words) are not all that 
are ſaved here, ſaved with Erernal Salvation ? 
Or muſt they be fitted in Purgatory, or in 
ſome other Revolution. ? 

Bnt he is offended that the words exvlicir 
and smplicie ( which I find not but in his late 
Books) are by me called alate Diſtinitton, ſaying, 
The place of his Book, cited by me, ſaith no ſuch 
thing, yet acknowledgeth, that in divers of bu 
late Books he hath diſtingwiſhed betwixt the expreſs 
and implicit Knowledge, &c. But hath he made 
that diſtinlion formerly ? if not it is a late di- 

ſtinCtion : 
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ſtintion: His alledging that it is jmplyed, that 
hough wot expreſt, yet was really underſicod by 
bjm, is idle, for it is net what he underſtands, 
but what he gives us to underſtand,what he de» 
lares, that is properly called bus Diſtinftion. 
Zut he Vindicates it, as what all true axd Or- 
ox Chriſtians hold ( though he names none ) 
well as infers it from Eph. 3. 6; Which is 
ide from the purpoſe. The Apoſtle tells, 
). F- That it was not made known as it is now. 
ow ? Not expreſly, but implicicely ? That he 
zith not, although G. Keith doth, who in p. 
25. from Rom, 16. 25, 26. queries, Now what is 
e manifeſt, but Expreſs * And what i kept 
ecret, but Implicit ? So then, if the Reader 
ould know what i#mplici: means, G.. Keith re 
olyes him, it is what # kept ſecrer. I thought 
t had not deſerved to be called Xnowleage, 
#hile kept ſecret, while not manifeſt, but that 
he opening, the unvailing, the revealing a 
hing you me to know it ; but this Profound 

Wick hath got a new knack of expounding 
ords, and interpreting the Scriptures, as if 

en were ſaved by a knowledge kept ſecret 
rom them, 

He queries, Why wil they not alioy it ( the 
earm #mplicit) as weil with reſpe(} ro tre know- 
edge of Chriſt without wa, as of Ch: iſt within u4 ? 
Inſwer, | gave him no occaſion thus to,ob- 
ect, yet reply, becauſe the knowledg of Chriſt 
Ithin,is immediate, by adivine ſenſation the 
dther not always ſo. 

Now from my following words, That ©. 
eith*'s diſtintion was to ſerve 4 twrn ( won 
e 


P4ge, 25+ 
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he falſly chargeth upon G. Whitehead, who w 
not concerned in wy Book, otherwiſe thanj 
his Poſtſcript, as if he thought me too mea 
to wreak his Spite at) he falls upon G. Wh 
bead for exculing a pafſage of G. Fox*s, whid 
himſelf had defended, Seriow Appeel, p. 6 
And alſo others excuſing 1/. Penington laying 
Can outward Blood Cleanſe ? The drift wher 
of is to prove, what we readily grant. hi 
that when our Friends ſenſe hath been pe: 
verted, we have Diſtinguiſhed. My ObjcCtic 
againſt him, was that his were not cogen 
will he Obje& the ſame, let him detect ther 
as I have done his. Yet I cannot but 
notice of that paſſage of my Fathers [Can on 
ward Blood Cleanſe ? 7 for it ſeems droppt 
by him, as with a deſign of miſchief. Whe 
I hall take occaſion to add, That my Fat 
denied not the attonement made by Chril; 
offering up his Blood in the outward, to ſug 
as received him into their Souls, but ackno 
ledged the remiſſion of his Sins thereby, 
may be ſeen in his Book, ſtiled, Flefs and Bl 
of Chriff, both in the Myjtery, and in the outwar 
&c. Printed in his works, Part. 2. p. 180, A 
that G. Keith well knew him to be 4 trite belien 
in the Lord Jeſus, and a ſincere Lover of bi 
even the Crucificd Feſus, himiſelt hath declare 
Seraors Appeal, p. 25. Alike miſchievous is h 
in Infinuating G. Whitehead his cxcaling Solom 
Eccles his Blaſphemy (as he terms it) in laying 
The Blozd that came ont of Chri(ts Side, was 
more thn; the Blood of another Saint. Thou 


GC, Whitchead {ouyht [0 Evince that S. Eccles 
MEANIN 
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 Wmeaning was better than his words, yet he 
anialſo declared, that he did not make $. Eccles's 
neagExpreſſions therein (eſpecially as Conſftrued by out 
/ hittl 4:4 erſaries) to be an Article of our Faith (See 
ILjobt and Life, p. 59.) To this, being former- 
608y alledged by G. Keith, hath 7. Ellwood an- 
Wwered in Truth Defended, p. 111. Which G. 
Keith takes no notice of, bnt renews his Slan- 
Wer, as if it had been new, ſo unfair an Ad- 
ſary is he. 

From my arguing, That the-word Expreſs, 
a word of Courſe with him, and of no force, 
rom his ufing it, even with reſpe& to 4- 
s Poſterity, ſuffering diſadvantage by his 
Wiſobedience, who never knew it expreſly, 
at of them that knew it not at all, neither 
Wnplicitely nor explicitely,there have periſhed, 
not only puts me «por the Proof, but re- 
ts it as Falſe and Filtitiows, p 26. The which, 
Ithough I account an impertinent Cavil, and 
monſtrative on its ſelf, to any but a Captious 
erſon; yet from his allerting, Vniverſal Grace, 
117. That the knowledge of Chriſt in the out- 
ard, 1s n0t of neceſſity unto Salvation, ſave only 
. Anere is © revealed, I argue, How much lefs 
;cFeceſſary then is the knowledge of the firſt 
dam's coming in the outward, to man's Dam- 
tien ? Muſt the Deaf avd Dumb, who Die 
Wpenit-nt, needs have a diicovery from God 
Fther explicitely or implicitely,that Adem had 
lay infJnned, in order to their Condemnation ? Or 
was 1t not ſaſſicient, that they have Tranſgreſ- 
Though the Holy Law in themfclves ? Thas they 

Ecclegemſelves have Sinned ? 
neanin E, To 
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To enforce it, he adds, That it is evide 
from the Heathen Philoſophers writings (who? 
where ? ) and particularly from Plato (where 
that they knew, at leaſt implicitely, the Fall 
Man, &c. Suppoſing this to be true of SO 
what follows? That they ALL knew it ? Sur: 
ly not ſo: Therefore let him, who is ſo briz 
upon me for a Proof, calling my allertic 
Falle and Fictitious, prove his own, 
That all knew it, cither explicitely or it 
plicitely. 

He adds, How can any impartial Reade 
that Reads my Books, when 1 fo oft reſtri 
the Words with the Terms, Expreſs, cle 
aiſtinit Knowledge, Hiſtorical, outward Know 
(And fo he leaves his Sentence imperfe& wi 
a ſally, to tell how intimate K+ B, and 
were, what Diſcourſes they had, &e. 
which, as they beſpeak his Vanity, and ſee 
introduced to getan eſteem to his Cauſe, fre 
the Credit of ſuch a Colegue, fo they deper 
ing upon no better evidence than his 0 
have no weight with mg) To the other I 
fwer, what occaſion he had to uſe theſe wort 
1 know not, bur it might be the Terms of 
Opponent, to Which he, as Keſpondent was tye 
for 1 find it was fo, with reſpeCt to R. Gora 
who had that word [Exprets] as well as 
that of Univerſal Grace. 

From, G. Kei his acknowledging, that o 
ny of them who knew ſomething of Chri 
outward coming, that it was very darkly, 
under Vaiis and Figures, and his having 4F.. 
ccptcd oiters, the many thouſands, he fal< 

W 


A 2, 
ere ſaved before Chriſts coming in the outs 


" Mward, and my thence inferring, There i no 


dium between knowing very darkly in Vails and 
Figares (implicitely in & very obſcure degree.) And 
knowing at all, as jn: my Þ. Ig He to confute 
[gnorarce (for he (calls it both- No»ſenſical 
Igncram) faith, © Is there no Medium be- 
tween knowing very darkly, and not know- 
ing at all ? Is the Particle or little word 
[very] Superlative in the higheſt Degree ? 
Or is it not rather Comparative ? Is there 
MF no Medium betwixt a Mans being very Igno- 
'rant, and knowing nothing at all? Anſwer, 
know no difference betwixt being very /gno- 
at,and knowing not as all,nothing of that wheres 
-Wpf he is very Ignorant : For where's the mide 
le between knowledge that is very dark, and 
jot knowing at all? The knowing a thing 
Fery darkly and under Vails and Figures, 
Weing the /oweſt degree of knowledge, as well 
the loweſt means of knowing, the next ſtep 
$not knowing at all. That is implicit knows- 
dee in the remoteſt ſenſe; what is below 
his, is Ignorance: But Emvy and Malice ig 
Spworſe than both. For he is not ſatisfyed with 
Wiling it upon my Score only,but he muſt render 
Wt as G. Whitebead's Logick, who hath etther writ 
his Book, that I anſwer, ſaith G Keith, or ap» 
roved it, and Concluderh, Therefore G. Whites 
ad 5s as Ignorant in true L'gick, 4s in true 


+ þMDivinity. Anſwer, If 1 had committed a trip 


K which he hath not proved againſt me, for all 
Wis bluſter ) what is that to G. Whitebea@s Lo- 
-Seick or Divinity ? Is he ſo Hawk-eyed, as ns 
E 2 talis 


(68) 
falſe Logick can ſcape him, but he can ef 


at once hearing a Book Read, for a ſecond (F 
Whitebead had not till it came in Print ? OF 


is he not rather herein like Hamman, wv 
thought ſcorn to lay Hands on Mordecai alone, | 
ſought to deftroy all the Jens ? Eſth. 3, 
And yet at laſt, the paſſage remains ſound 
unſhaken, notwithſtanding all his Cavils. 
To prove Forgery and Perverſion upon n 
for makivg bim ſay, Men bave been ſaved wii 
out the expreſs Knowledge of Chriſts outward c: 
ing, but not of his inward coming, be ſaith, 4 
ny have felt and enjoyed the Bleſſed Vertue 
Power of Chriſt, within them, and ſo have 


an implicit Knowledge of it, &c. He that n | 


fleted upon G. Whitehead's Logick and Di 


nity, even now, what is become of his own 


Is the Knowledge received by Divine ſen 
tion, the knowing the Vertue and Power 
Chriſt to ſave from Sip, by its Vertuons at 
Powerful operation in them, an implicit knoi 
ledge ? Is knowing a Tree by its Fruits, 

expreſs,or implicit Knowledge, that it is good 


But he renders it implicit, becauſe not know 


by the expreſs Names of Jeſus and Chriſt. A 


ſwer, They knew the thing expreſly, the out 


ward name not at all, not ſo much as imph 
citely;, They knew that which ſaved, but i 
is wt the meer outward Name, that ſaves, ai 

&, Koith, Unjverſal Gracc, p. 115 
In ihe next place let us hear his Appeal t 
the School-Boys, it is to he hoped his ow 
$c044475 Will give it for him. Zer any Shed 
Boy, or 1yro, or Perſon of common ſenſe, Juzy 
(ſail 


[ 


| 
} 
r 
1 


| 


ef { 69 ) 

Jaith he, p. 27.) if theſe two Propoſitions, The 
xpreſs Knowledge and Faith of Chrift is nor Page 27. 
ceſſary to all that ſhall be ſaved, Some Know- 
dge and Faith of Chriſt, is neceſſary ro all that 
all be ſaved, be Contradiftory, Anſwer, He 
ries the Terms to miſlead his Reader; in 
de one he hath it, the Expreſs knowledge, in 

other ſome knowledge, and the word expreſs 

t out, However his own Scholars might 

erlook this, perhaps being taught no better, 

leaſt from their Maſters Example, yet with 
afiderate Men this will gain him no Cre- 

t, For would he have beeen fair, he ſhould 
Wholly have left out [Expreſs] in the firſt 
-f inſerted them in- both. But I ſhall ſtate 
Caſe, de novo, and that more agreeable to 

$ own Poſitions, whether to ſay, 7re Reli- 
and Chriſtianity may ſubſift without the krow- 

e of Chriſt in the Letter, and to ſay, Faith 
Chriſt Jeſus, as he came without us in the Fleſh, 
Dicd, &c. Is neceſſary to make a true Chri- 

, be Contraditory. And I the rather put 

for that he hath Galloped from p.1g. to p.23. 
my Book, and left ſeveral citations of mi ne, 

| theſe two juſt now cited (which were in 

- pf Þ 29- 2nd. 2 1.) behind him. A demonſtrati- 
Y ie cared not to cope with them, but had ra- 
fr Caigh at a paſſage, miſtate it, and ſo go off. 
To & citations out of two of his former 
Foks (where he allowed, that the true and 
LY Metbod to bring People into the Faich 

| acknowledgment of the Chriitian Relizi- 

= firſt to inform them of an univerſal 1n- 

rd Principle,which would, when this Founda- 

' E 3 | $£i00n 
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tion was laid,bring them to own the Scripture 
and what Chriſt did and ſuffered,&c. Andth 
the contrary was not good crder and n 
thod ) he grants it here p. 27. but with a 
ſerve and limitation, ſaying, What 4s neceff 
in the firſt place, to be Preached to them that þ 
little or no true Knowleaye of God, or of an int 
Principle, is one thing; and what is firſt to 
Preached in order to bring Men to the Chrifti 
Faith aud Religion more immediately and pro 
mately, is another. Anſwer, Why he laid( 
I cited him in my p. 23.) © This is the tr 
method and order, wiich the Lord þ 
© taught us to hold forth nnto People 
© the firſt place to point and turn their mu 
© unto the Light of Jelus Chriſt, &c, Ag 
in my Þ. 24. * lt is for want of this true 
© der in Preaching of the Goſpel, that « 
© have had ſo little ſucceſs hitherto, &c. V 
he writing to ſome Preachers, that were | 
Ing into the 1nazes, among the Heathen, or 
his own Country-Men, that lived among 
Did we hold it forth, to be Preacht int 
firſt place, with a reſtrition to thoſe p 
of the World, where the outward was 
revealed, or. indefinitely ? Beſides, if to, 
Gentiles it was to be Preached in the firit plaſ;, 
as that-which would give them the knawleF, 
of the outward, why not to the Chriſtiaſ;e, 
who are attained to a belicf of the outwaſye. 
yet too many undervalue the inward, ſera c 
juch as have had a belief of the outward, Wþe 
be confirmed therein by the inward, as Wſl,,, 
as others taught it, who had not known it ben 

even as himiclf hath confeſled, 


(71) 
He conculdes, * Wha: do my Adverſaries 
Wl *© bring ag inſt me on this Head, to prive my ſelf 
© Contr aaiition ? Nothing at all (ſaith he) wc; -/ore 
| mY they ſhew themſelves ſtronger in falſly accuſing than 
© in juſtly proving, adds he. Anſwer, Had he 
eceſ not been ſtronger in falfly acculirg, then became 
at ba Lim, he had not thus falſly accuſed me : For 
1104} proved his ſe/f-Contradition, and told him 
| 0 Y where, viz. In Nameleſs Bull, p. 10, 11. 
vr Which I had quoted before, in my p. 11. It 
' Profflis true, 1 did not there give the words at 
aid (Flength (having done it before) but I gave the 
'e Title and Page of his Book, and rcferred to 
A my having already given it, in that very Book, 
So that he hath Slandered me wirringly: 

In p. 29. of my Bok, I compared his ſay- 
Ming, 1t is act the mecr outward name that ſav=- 
Seth,but the Life, the Power cf Chrift that quick- 
JW ens,cleanſeth and purifieth,& by this they might 
be ſaved, for it is the Life that ſaveth, Rom, 

. 10, With a Friends ſaying, as himſelf gives 
f, that the Blood which cleanſeth trom all Sin, 
was the Life, and the Life was the Light, 
A which he then termed a perverſe Expoſition, and 
TJ call:d the Frierd, Bo'd, Ignorant Sol, ard { 


vas deemed 25 authentick, as G. Keith his ſaying the 
(OB fane. Under this he is unealy , and having 
FE Yskipped many pungent places, from p. 25. to 
zW 16: 


Y29. to come 2t it, whereto he forget3 ever to 
riſt return, ſuch a Slippery Adverſary have I to 
urWildeal with, he Labours as to juſtify his own, 
 Tellfo to brand the Friends words. For kimfelf 


as Wmember, that ever be gave that Expsſition on 1 Jo. 
E 4 I, Zo 


C, he plcads, p. 28, He doth net in the leaſt Re- paje 28. 


(72) 


1. 7. And perhaps, when Examined, the Friend 
may ſay, He doth not in the leaſt remember, 
he ever did ſo, But hath G, Keith never un. 
aauly applyed places of Scriprare, to defend things 

that were Truths, but did not really prove the 
Truths, either by expreſs Words or proper Con, 
quence ? Let him Conſult what himſelf ha 

acknowledzed, True Copy, p. 18, If ſo, why 
{0 harſh upon the Friend ? Had he then rerra- 
ed thoſe Errcrs (or hath he done it yet ?) 
when he fell ſo roughly upon the other ? C 
hati he forgot what Chriſt ſaid to ſuch an one 
Thou Hypccrite, Firſt caft out the Beam out 

thy cn Eye, &c, Matt. 7. 5. Thus mucho 
the cxprſition, Now to the Doctrine 1g ſelf. | 
it true Dottrine that the Life Cleanſeth ? G 
Keith hath ſaid it; the Friend hath faid 1 
Charity makes the beit Conſtrufion : But 6 
Keith's Charity begins at home, and ends ther! 
£20, for he relerves roze for his Neighbour 
if I had ſaid notinng (::t tbe Life within ſavet 
vv cleanſeth from ail Sin, thry might have juſt 
{9 argued ( faith G. Keith on his own behalt) 
ii the Friend had ſaid nothing, but the Lik 
within faves, &c. G, Keith might have juſtly 
lo argued, fay I. He goes on, There are ſent 
ral Concurrent C auſes. in tne great Work of On 
S e/r3:i0n, and cleanſins. from Sin, which cough 
«reels in one Harmony, yet one Cauſe us not th 
6:40, therefore their Argun.ent 15 Vain and Falſe. 
Arſwer, Argument I made none, bnt compi- 
riton of ſentence with ſentence, nor do I yet 
ice wherein the Fried covid be unſound, if 
&. Keiibbec ſound, for this explication is as ap 
piicaole 79rhe One as tothe other, My 


(73) 
My quoting him, [Though Prophets and A- 
poſtles preached him { Chriſt] as in the form 
Hof a Man, yet they Preached him alſo, and 


king} that more generally, as a Light to the Gen- 


tiles, yea and to J<ws alſo] be terms a falſe 
and perverſe ſenſe, upon the word more gene- 
rally, 4s if he did ſignify by it, more frequently, 
which (he faith) he did not, but by more generally, 
that be did and doth underſtand that bu inward 


{Il appearance was more general thas his outward, 


therefore what was in it ſelf more general, they 
Preacht to be ſo:- And then tells us, how much 
oftner they Preached his outward than inward 
appearance, wherein he ſaith not true. Now 
Ml that this is a falſe Gloſs, and ſhews he wants 
Sincerity, the words and his ſenſe then plain- 
ly intimating that more generally had relation 
= to Preaching not appearance will appear upon 
* conſulting the place, Light of Truth, p. 16, 
17. In order whereto, let us recur to the 
Spring, to the Objection his Adverſary raiſed, 
which was not that Chriſts inward appearance 


IN was inore general than his outward, but that 


our ſaying (as the place hath it) That Chrif 
was ſometimes Preached as Crucificd, to the Fewr, 
4* bz: MORE GENERALLY &@ Light to the Gen- 
tiles, inferred two Chriſts, which G. Keith tells 
him is a moſt pitionus and abomirable wreſting of 
thoſe words, and that thugh the Prophets and A- 
© poſtles preached bim, as in the form of a Man, 
| yet they Preached him alſo, and that more gene- 
rally as a Light to the Gentiles, yea and to the 
Jews alſo, Here is never a word (either in Op- 
ponent or Reſpondent ) * that his inward ap- 
pearance 
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pearance was more general than his outward, 
that whatwas in itſelf wore general theyPreact 
ed to be ſo (which G, Keith would now foilt it 
but as the SOMETIMES related to his being 
Preached as Crucified, to the Fews, ſo the MORE 
GENERALLY as &« Light to the Gemiles, was 
alſo reſtritzd to the ſo Preaching him, yet 
With this addition that, G, Kewh then allowed 
it, yet further, that it was more generally 
Preached to both Jew and Gentile. A Con- 
tradiction had been more excuſable, than ſuch 
a deceitful Cover. 

His'Secoxd!y cites no Page of mine in pars 
ticular, but hath a general reference from p. 
IF. to 33. (which gives him ſcope, to skip a 
he pleaſeth) Tzey perverſly infer, ſaith he, ſron 
my woras, that whereas I formerly made the know 
ledge and Faith of the Hiſtory of Chriſts outward 
coming, nor Eſſential to Religion, now 1 did makt 
it Efſentia!. This he accounts Palpable Forgery, 
denies any of the citations 1 bring prove it, and 
at laſt recurs to his late diſtinCtion of . implicit 
Knowledge and Faith. But this is a meer beg- 
ging of the queſtion, that who were ſaved by 
the inward, had ALL of them the implicit 
Faith and Knowledge of the outward, not 
brought till of late, whatever he pretend of 
his underſtanding it ſo all a long, and is im- 
pugned by me, p. 14, 15- Particularly from 
Luke 24. 10,11. From whence I again argue, 
T hat the Diiciples themſelves were ſo far from 
having an implicit Faith in Chriſt, that he 
ſhould Dye and riſe again, that they dif- 
believed it, 1s ſeemed to them as idle Tales, _ 

they 


SO, 


they believed them not, and that even after he 
had ſent them out two and two, and the Devils 
had been ſubjeit ro them, Chap. 10. ver. 1, and 
17. If the Reader be Ciſpoſed ro caſt an Eye 
back to my p. 15, to Þ. 33. he will yet more 
evidently ſce, I have not wronged him, and 
perhaps be convinced wherefore G. Keith drop- 
ped them. 

To his Thirdly, Wherein he repeats his 
Notion concerning Cornelius, not having the Holy 
Ghoſt in bis Gemile-State,&c.as it hath been large- 
ly treated of, in this very Tra, under my 
firſt Head, I referr thereto : Yer he perſiſting 


Men, or the pious Gentiles, and that none have 
it but Believers in Chriſt crucified, and yet aCc- 
knowledging the Word near to be Chriſt, an 
Adminiitration of the Goſpel to be given ia all 
ery Ages of the World, the Spirit the ſame, the 

= Rule the ſame, the Faith the ſame, { ſee Vni- 
verſal Grace, p. 8. Immediate Revelation, P. 


= 107, 108. Truths Deſerce, p. 70. ferecited 

by ſhews he would divide Chriſt from his Spirit, 
iciefs 2nd is contradictory. A further inſtance where» 
nor ©f take out of bis Book of Divine Immediate Res 


velation, P. 63. where he ſaith, ©* Cornelius res» 
| of . . . 7 . » bad 
© ceived the Spirit immcdiately and yet obtain» 


wes *ed it FURTHER by means of Peter's Preache 
ve, 8 ©1ng: Whereas now he denieth he had the Hoe 
>m | 17 Ghoſt in his Gentile-State: But itis become 


he # habitual to him, fince he turned from Truth, 
ic. | to contradict himſelf and his former Wri- 
nd | £1085. 

bey To my Queſtion, Whether any Prayer is 
beard 


P- 29. to deny the Holy Ghoſt 3s in Wicked page 2g! 
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heard by God, but what is put up by bis Spirit? 
He Anſwers, Nay, but Servants and Pious Get 
tiles, ſuch 4s Cornelius was in his Gentile-State, 
may be and are helped to Pray by the Spirit, ha. 
ving the influence of the firſt Miniſtratien of the 
Spirit, which though remnely Preparatory, yet doth 
not inſtare the Soul into Union with the Sy 
ris, &c, Whence had he this? Or how doth 
he prove, that Mens Souls are not in Union 
with the Spirit, when helped to pray by the 
Spirit ? Surcly, as there are Degrees of Mini- 
{tration, ſo there are Degrees of Union, and 
Degrees of Acceptance, Diverſities of Gifts, 
but the SAME Spirit, 1 Cor. 12. 4. Buthe goes 
on, And were not my Adverſaries extream blind 
and ignorant, they might underſtand how the Apo- 
ſtle calleth one and the ſame Spirit, the Spirit of 
Servitud:, and the Spirit of Adoption, Rom 8. 1g, 
Doth he bring this for or againſt himſelf ? If 
the Spirit, in the Son and the Servant, be one 
and the ſame Spirit, it mult be the Holy Spirit : 
It is Everlaſtingly Holy in its ſelf, Foly in e- 
very Operation and Miniſtration in Man; but 
in Degree, the Adminiſtrations differ, the 
Law mutt be paſſ:d under, before the Sonſhip 
is known ; it is the Spirit of Holixeſs in every 
ſtep; ſo denominated from its EffeQs, though 
the Sonſhip is not the firſt ſtep. 

He gocs Cn, Theſe Mens arguing that Men 
m.:y be Eternally Saved, &Cc. who kave no Faith or 
K nowledge of Chriſt without them, do ſufficiently 
declare what Heathens they are, and of what little 
value they make the Faith and Knowledge of Chriſt 
Crucified, and that their Religi:n is nothing but 

Deiſm, 
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Deiſm, &c, Anſw. We Co not believe that, 
that Faith is not neceſſary to Salvation to us, 
to whom the means of knowing it, is offered, 
but the contrary: But that, where it js 70t re 
vealed, it is not of Neceſſity unio Salvation, G. 
Keith hath granted, There it is more than 
Deiſm, yea Chriſtianity, for believing in the Light, 
they do believe in Chriſt, Sce Univerſal Grace, 
p. 117. and Þ. 30. 

In his Fourthly, he cites a Paſſage of mine 
imperfeQly, out of Reiftor Corretted, p. 150. 
and then makes his flouriſh. To a Queſtion of 
the Reffor of ' Arrow, whether che Laghe within 
ſufficiently tells ns, that the Meſſiah is come, born, 
had real Fleſh, dyed, &s. &G. Keith Anſwers, 
that it doth teach, That there is a God that crea- 
ted all things, that he is meſt Holy, Juſt, and 
Wiſe, a plentiful Rewarder of them that fear hum, 
&c. and that theſe are AS NECESSARY Tr /:s 
as any, &c, ( See my p. 22.) Upon this I ar- 
gued ( and G. Keith hath dropt both Queta- 
tion and Argument ) /f the Holy Ghoſt be giier 
ONLY to the one Faith, not to the other, fury 
that one Faith muſt needs be the moſt neceſſary 
Faith, Now to the other part L that many, 
who never had the Scriptures, yet if faiuhiul 
to the Light, whether they have not ben ac- 
cepted, have not believed in the Light, by bc- 
lieving in Chriſt, who is the Light ] he q'Cc+- 
ries, But where is my Contradittion here? Ani”, 
Even in what I have circed above, and he batt: 
craſtily leſt out. He goes on, Did 7 ever ſay, 
That Men may believe in the Light, or Chriſt 
within, and never at any 1 ime, jrom firſt ” laſ 
tiewe 
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believe in Chriſt without, either explicitely or 3 
cicely ? For this they bring no Proef, and I beli 
they cannot, ſaith he. Anſw. It was not t 
ReBors Queſtion, Whether they that dyed wit) 
out it, and had it nat at firſt, ſhould have it xt 
laſt, in ſome other Revolution ? Perhaps nei 
ther of them dreamt of that DiſtinCtion, wha 
the Book was wrote. Nor whether they ſhonldſ} 
have it explicitely or implicitely, but wherher th; 
Light doth ſufficiently tell it? He ſhould in hit 
Anſwer have made that DiſtinQion, if he wor 
have it allowed him now ; but inſtead of th: 
to an indefinite Queſtion, he gives an indefinit 
Anſwer, aſſerting there are Truths as r 
ceſlary that it doth teach, and that they that þ 
lieve in the Light [ believe theſe neceſſa 
Truths thus revealed } believe ia Chriſt, ar 
are accepted. 

I having in my Þ. 25, 26. cited G. Kei 
{ That Eternal Lite azd Salvation is only to | 
had through the Knowledge and Faith of Chrif 
Crucifhed — that this Faith is indiſpenkbly n 
cellary to all — The Work of SanCtificatio' 
aſcribed in Scripture to Chriſts Blood and Suf 
ferings, as well as to his inward Appearance 
and to both indiſpenſibly neceſſary, and to Faith 
therein. 1 oppoſed them, p. 26, to 31. tt 
his forni=r ſavings, G. Keith giving the g 
by to the reſt, toucheth upon this Paſſage 
CL The Work of Sanftification, &c. ] Thus 
ſee plainly ( ſaith he p. 30.) they place ALL up 
on Chrift within, aud NOTHING apon Chrij 
without, and adds, O bold Antichriſtianiſm, &c: 
But he ſees amils, I did not here give Mine of 

mJ 
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my Friends Sentiments either way ( that I had 
done before, p. 11.) but oppoſed G. Keith to 
G. Keith; Yet may now tell him, We do not 
place all upon Chriſt within, nor all vpon 


it 4Y Chriſt without 3 we do not divide Chriſt, but 


believe it was neceſſary that he ſhould come, 
as well as that it was afterwards expedient, 
he ſhould go away, and that the belief of both 
"Wis a Duty, even in order t0 Salvation, where 
"Sthe means of having it, are afforded. And 
himſelf hath ſaid, The Knowledge of Chrifts com- 
ing in the outward, is net of neceſſity to Salvation, 
ſave only where it #5 revealed: Which as it was 
one of the places among many other I cited 
(ſee my p. 30. ) in Contradi&tion to the three 
Paſſages above; ſo had he no Reaſon to ſay 
here, But wherein I have contradift:d that Aﬀer- 
, tion, they ſh-w not; for I both ſhewed and di- 
"Yrefted my Reader to fourteen contradictory 
"' aſſertions out of his Book of Univerſal Grace, 
from my p. 26, to 31. and declared p. 26. 
(immediately after the Quotation he brings ) 
that I ſo brought them. 

In his Sixthly, he creeps in at the Tai! of a 
Citation of Mine [ Nor 1s the outward Name 
T that which faveth, but the inward Nature, 


+ "NF Vertue, &c.7] thus, But they no where ſhew how { 


contraditt this. Anſw. That is falſe, for it is 
one of theſe fourteen I mentioned even now. 
He goes on, 1 ſay ftill, it is not the outward 
'l Name either of God or Chriſt, that ſaveth without 
$ the inward Nature, Vertue and Power, which dwels 
and dwells in all fulneſs in the Man Chriſt Teſar, 
&., Here he falſifieth his own Quotatica, - 
I 


Foe 

if there were no difference between ſaying, 
is not the outward Name that faveth, BUTKd 
the inward Nature, &s. and ſaying, It is n 
the outward Name that faves WITHOUT t 
inward Nature, &c. $0 little doth he regard 
what becomes a fair Adverſary. Had 
took my Sentence entire his ContradiCtion h 
been obvious. In Order to clear an ObjeQic 
himſelf had raiſed, That there can be no Juſtific 
tion without Faith in Chriſt, but theſe Gentiles 
not Faith in Chriſt, therefore, &c, he Anſw 
by denying the ſecond Propoſition, thus, © If the 
© did cleave unto, and believe in the Lig 
© they believe ia Chriſt, for he is the Light 
©nor is the outward Name that which ſay 
© but the inward Nature, Virtue and Power 
© ſignified thereby z which was made manifeþ 
© in them, &'c. Sothar here he aſcribes Saly 
tion in theſe Gentiles to the inward Work, wha 
according as ſtated on the ObjeQion, wer 
ſuppoſed not to have Faith in Chriſt, but th 
believing in the Light, he ſaith, they have, and 
ſo contradiQs that other ſaying, alledged above 
that the Faitb of both the inward and outwarlffec 
coming, 5s indiſpenſibly neceſſary to all, 

He ofcen laies to my Charge, that / bri»g miſt 
place to prove where he contraditls bimſelf ; but 
that is not true: He leaps over my Proofs, that hf 
may not ſee them, picking hereand there a Paſſ 
ſage, in reading over many Pages, 2nd perhapiſh 
chuſeth ſuch, as lye moſt remote from my conſt 
paring, wherein the Contiadiction lies. Soffn 
here ( in his Seventhly) upon my quoting him 
That theſe Gentiles ( he leaves out, was did calf 
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the Name of the Lord, and were ſaved, and 
{ds,which was-not there,had the Goſpel Preach. 
unto them, who goes on) were not wnder any 
T thitaward Adminiſtration of the Goſpel : And theti al- 
-gardedgeth,l bring no place to prove where he con- 
Wradicts this Aſſertion. I will tell him, Let bim 
it read tyyo Lines further, and it will dire 
im, where, viz. in Truth Advanced, Þ. 70. But 
gueſs, I ken his meaning, why he left out f did 
[| upon the Name of the Lord ] and put 
| [ had the Goſpel preached unto them ] viz. 
Wat he might hook in the next Citation of Mine, 
hich more touched him, without a particular 
eply. For this was but a Proem, to that, 
here from the Apoſtles ſaying, They have nos 
obeyed, I ſhew he allows the very Goſpel hath 
Preached unto all, otherwiſe ((aith he hey 
ld never have been charged with not baving 0- 
Wed it : And upon that, I put him to prove, 
Wat the Hiſtory of Chi iſts Birth, Cruciltxion, 
c. was ever preached toall, either explicite- 
or implicitely, iceing he ſaith, the very Go« 
el hath been; and ſecondly, that ſuch recei- 
Wd not the Holy Ghoſt, as in p. 28. of Mine, 
this like a Man ? Or a Scholar? And thatto 
Fe he fo vndervalues, as having neither true 
Wozick, nor common Senſe ? And whereas he 
#n Anfwer to the jumbled Quotation he brings) 
ledgeth that the former Uiftintti-z will ſerve 
e, of ext*'eſs and inpliciie, this is t5 affirm; 
dt prove. If Time or .4/ility had not failec 
Sofim, ſurely it behoved him to have done it, 

him What he would have ts be Wored, as if 11.5 

d callfun Bra: ch of the Queſtion were, of the Nec! 
Mp0 EF £3 


(82) 


ty of our Faith in Chriſt crucified to our Saluati 
who are profeſſed Chriſtians, 1 do note, as a 0 
ble flander, for Proof whereof he referring 1 
to his own Evidence ( ſome where or other j 
his Exaft Narrative, for he tells us not where 
I Anſwer, I doubt not, but if there, the Re 
der will find it replied to, in the 4:ſwer tot 
Narrative. 

How the moſt pious and upright among the 5 
tiles were .ſaved by Faith in Chriſt Cracificd, 
had not Faith outwardly Preached, he now 
may be one of theſe Secret things that belorg to G 
and not to ns, till he pleaſe to reveal it, 
doth he meddle with them then, and pre 
quarrelſom 2bout it? Why ſeek to compreh 
it, and deſcribe it, by the City of Refuge, & 
where he tells us, they are ſbat wp as in aC 
dy or Safeguard, til) the Faith come to be 
vealed ? But this tis to hold Notions, a M 
dares not defend. | 

In his Eighthly, he brings me in thus qt 
ting him, #- EC Chrift ] lefe not the other N 
os deſtitute of 19e main and proncipal Thing, et 
we AManifeft ation of ihe Light, &c. [ 1 addi 
Lacrc, wii world have given them the Km: 

neof God, rd ef all bir Laws and Statutes net 
ful 12 bs kriyzr: by ther) Herenpon he Paraph 
je'h non his ewn Words, main and princy 
ring, 1 op: toivk, nemcane the Light within, 
parid with C ijt withour, he tells us, we decei 
our felis, Apiw. That it was ſuch a Manifeſt 
tv as cave the Knowledge of God, and of 
his Laws and Statutes necdful to be known If, 
tiem, arc his own. Woids. And ſecing t F 
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re deſtitute of ſomething, what was that 
they had not, and now have not, whence they 
are denominated Genrjles ( that which he que- 
ried upon (as | inſtanced in my p. 31.) ſeein 
Roll it bath been ſo in Times paſt, why may it rot be ſo 
tothlf #2”) but even that which we have, from 
whence we are denominated Chriſttans ? 

From my Book he ſallics to G. Whitchead's 
Poſt ſcript, whither 1 now follow him. His No- 
tion of the Revolutions I had deduced from 
what himſelf had laid down in his Book, called, 
Trith Advanced : The ſame G. Whitehead Charg- 
es upon him from Perſonal Canference; to 
which in general G, Keith replies by referring 
Fto his Book, called Truth and Innocency Defen- 
d (wherein the Reader may find he is rather 
Evaſive than plain) and to his Appendix to the 
eneral Hiſtory of the Quakers, without citing 
any Paſſage out of them, and then excepts 
gainſt G. Whitchead's Evidence, from his 

ords, If I miftake ct, adding in a Scoff,, Is 


1. To which I Anſwer, The Words having 
cen ſpoken about twelve Years ago, it be» 
me not. G, Whitchead to be over Poſitive, as 
0 every Circumſtance, as whether it was the 
rſt Point in difference b:twixt them, wiether 
he Tranſmigration was to be of al] Souis, or 
.Þf ſome of them, and how many particalar 


» decer” © | . be . 

nifet$<1ptures he argued from, C's out as to Lhe 
id of an he IS Poſuiue, 1 an pr, Lajth E. + batt 
own 44+ be argued for thar 1\'v1i;n ( of the Revo- 
ng cheſpcion of Humane Souls ) #n a Bok of bis in 114+ 


W ſcript 3 which he ſrewed me before {: meine ove! 
F 3 Teh 


bis like Infallible George Whitehead ? See p. 748 311 


( 84) 

into Americo, that he then diſſwaded him f, 
Printing it, and withal that G, Keith told bin 
ſince his recurn, he had brought it over with him, 
in faid Poſtſcript, p. 50, $1. So that G. Keitl 
flouriſh is very Empty and Idle, G. Whitehe 
Evidence being in ſo many reſpeQts full and pc 
ſitive. 

He goes on, If ſuch a Manuſcrijt were ſuch 
Crime in G, Keith, to rafder me an Apoſta 
C 1 find no ground he hath fo to ſuggeſt } « 
gone from 1rmth, why did na G. Whitehe 
give me Goſpel Order, &c? Anſw. 1 do n 
find but he did give Private Admon:tion, and th 
it had that EffeR, as to diſſwade him fr 
Printing it. But thatevery Error in Judgmet 
ſhould Anathematize a Man, and render hi 
no Brother, eſpecially while kept Private at 
not Divulged, he may ſee is not ovr way, | 
the friendly Correſpondence afterwards h 
between G. Fox, G, Whitehead and im, whit 
although he now make ſo ill an uſe of, as ifi 
were Hypocriſy in them, ſo to do, as to exc 
his late calling G, Whytebead, Dear Geo, Whit 
| bead, even when his Heart was not with hi 
and tis Brethrcn, but he liad broke ont in 
Enm:ty and Prej:dice; yet are not the Cal 
Paralicl. 

But l-aving G. Wintehcad a while, let nien 
enru a little to the Book, With G. Keith, whil 
ſnews, he affizus the Book to another Aut 
notwithit:nding his former laying it to 6 
Wiijietead. That wich comes next is thi 
Wiireas GC, Keith in an Arſner to an Ob 
lion, ihat Adam dyed not that Day that he | 
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ned, &c. had alledged, that Adam not living a 

pleat thouſand Tears, which in Scriptures ſigni- 
et ſometimes a Day, Pſalm go. I: may be /aid, 
il be /;ved nor a whole Day, | replied, That his is 
4 Principle of the Revolutioniſts 1s plain to all that 
know their Principles, and that it is bis, is alſo ma= 
nifeſt [there G. Keith ſtops, but 1 go on ] in 
that he gives it as one of the Anſwers to the Obje- 


e ſuch i #ion. Upon: this he Vaunts, ſaying, p. 32. Page 22. 


Apoſta What lame Evidence a:.d Argunient 18 this ? And 
+ 7] afiben tells us, Fuſtin Martyr, and many others, 
itchel Wor:by, Antient and Late Chriſtian Writers held, 
do nd 'het « thouſand Years in Scripture ſometimes ſignifie 
nd thi « Day ( which they might for ought I know, 
1 fred for he thinks it enouzh to aſſert, without dire 
lgmedſ ting us, where to find it) and at length gives 
er hi 8s the ſame from Scripture. But all this will 
not help him, the Queſtion 1s not whether a 
thouſand Years doth 5.ot in Scripture ſometimes 
ds helf8 fignifie a Day 3 bur wacther it did ſo in that 
i Place, where it is {aid to Adam, In the Day that 
as if © 199% cateſt thereof, thou ſhalt ſurely dye ; and whe- 
ther giving that Interpretation there to that Ob. 
ff jection, d1d not inrolve him, in the Notion of 
th hid the Revoiutioniſts, who ſo conftrue the Place, 
at inf 22d therefrom labour to defend their Notion. 
, Call TIhouz2h he like not to be eſteemed a favon- 
rer of Rev-lationiſm, ( telling us in the laſt 
- nerf Line of this Paze, his 19! daring to defend it, did 
not proceed from fear of being «famed, but ſecing 
ho he pretends ro no ſuch Aſſurance in the Caſe, &C. ) 
Yet would he fain perſwade us, we make Pal 
i and Beta alike guilty in the Caſe of the Retoluti- 
 ®%s, 2f the Word: of Paul, Gal. 3. 22, 23. be but 
F 3 204 
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well conſidered. Anſw. That that Place ſpeaks |; 
of a State after Death, doth not appear, , 
G. Keith doth, in ſaying, © So that had th 
©dyed in that State, they could not have pe 
© riſhed, even as the Man-ſlayer was ſafe in the 
* City of Refuge; ( Thus in my p- 33- Iquoted 
him out of Tr=th Advanced, p. 4.3.) On the 
contrary the Auchor to the Hebrews ſaith, Ari 
ir appointed un:0 Min once to dye, but after this th 
Tudgmeit, ſo Chriſt was once offered, Heb. 9. 21, 
28, So have I anſwered one Scripture by anc 
ther. And now he necd not ſay ( as he here 
doth, P. 33. ) Suppoſe that twelve Years ago! 
nas in an Error, will that preve that I hold then 
fill? For his holding them ill is proved by 
other Mediums, of which the Inſtance aboveii 
one. Nor yet hath he cauſe to ſuggeſt, that 
It 1s t00 probable if G, Whitehead conid have re 
vealed any ſecret ,, that weuid have taken away hi 
Life, he nould have doe it : For that 1s but a 
malicious Inſinuation, what G. Whitehead de 
clared being now no ſecret in it ſelf, nor wa 
it probable thit what G, Keith communicated 
to him, and deſigncd to Print, was imparted 
as a Secret. 

Now we are come to my Fourth Head, of 
Chriſt and the Saints glorified Bedies, wherein | 
oppoſed G. Keith®s Notion in Truth Advanced, 
P- 111. ſaving, © P-ul d:ftinguiſhath between the 
F Beily and the Body, ſeying, God will deſtroy 
© the Belly, but hz doth not fay, he will de- 
© troy the Body, for ſeeing after the Reſurre- 
©&tion of the Dead, Men ſhall need none of the 
+ Meats of this corruptible World, nor ſhall 

©they 


+ # 4 


© they need a Belly to put them in, as Guts and 


nts or any groſs Parts, as Men have 
W 


+ This I repreſented as a very carnal 
Conception of the Reſurrection, and oppoſed 
to his former Sentiments, wherein he declared 
the glorified Bodies both of Chriſt and the Saints 
to be wholly Spiritual. For indeed what Ana- 
loge is there between a ſpiritual Body, and that 
Body which is not to be deſtroyed, but only 
the Belly, Guts and Draught of it? Herein he 
ſeems well-deſerving the CharaQter of a Carnal 
Conceiver, which. I faſtned on him, and this 
Anſwers G, Keith's Query, Do theſe Words 
prove that I bave Carnal Conceptions of the Reſur- 
reftion, like thoſe Sadducees? To the ſecond, Did 
vt the Sadducees altogether deny the ReſurreFtion ? 
I Anſwer, Yes: Yet the Jdea they conceived 
thereof, in ſuch as did believe it, was very car- 
nal, witneſs their Inſtance in the ſcven Men 
that married one Woman : But upon a ground- 
leſs Preſumpri_.n, that I had inferred his ſay» 
i'g, that Men ſhould have Belly, Guts and 
Draught after the ReſurreRion, which I never 
intended, he beſtows his vulgar Rhetorick of 
Perver ſion and downright Forgery upon me, then 
refers p. 34+ to his Book called Truth Advan- Page 34. 
cea, Which I am willing enough the Reader 
hould ſce, for there he will find more of the 
ſame Leaven, and laſtly his Anſwer to the Bi- 
ſhop of Aberdeer's queries, which was Extant 
as he faith, rhirty Years ago. Arſw. His for- 
mer S:ntiments therein bcing ſound, ( if they 
were ſo) doth not prove his latter were fo : 
But that he hath contradicted himſclf, in this 
F 4 and 
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and other particulars, is too notorious, Idoul 
not, to ſuch as have read my former, and 
read theſe. 

The next thing is concerning Water-l 
tiſm_ and the Supper, wherein | ſhewed, t 
one while he pretended to be moderate in h 
Judgwent concerning them, -another while n 
preſented ther i as aboliſhed Shadvws, and 
Rites bu:ird,, w3id not to be raiſed uþ again, 281 
my Þ. 35, to 42. More Inſtances I could gin 
bur | reſerve them till further Service calis 
them, theſe being ſhifted by him z though r 
on occaſion of my oppoſirg ſome of his Q 
ries (in Truth Advanced, P. 183, 184.) ! 
his declared contradiciory Senſe formerly 
alledgeth, that they were ſimpy propoſed by bi 
#s Overics, and plainly aſtingenſhed from Poſii 
ons, and that at Turners-Hall ſore made t 
excuſe, They did but Cuery. Anſw. That At 
count or Narrative of what paſled at Turner 
Hall, bzing given by himfclf, who isa Party at 
none of the faireſt Adverſaries, 1 dare not cen 
fide jn,- and thcrefore apply my ſelf to himſd 
thus, That,if I did beijeve he would deny ther 
were aftrmi:ive Interrogatives, Queries in th 
Natu:ect Afﬀirmations, I would hunt for a pal: 
ſage I lately ſaw in a Book of his, that would 
give it azainſt him. For that theſe were 9, 
coupled with Poſitions, not dit inguiſhed from 
them, is plain in that they were propoſed, s 
tending to Love, Peace and Unity among tit 
Sincere P:of:ſſors of the Lord Jeſs Chriſt ( ſee 
Trub Advanzed, p. 173. which if he will n& 


be Lound by, what are they brought for, of 
vw haj 
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what a-flippery Chapman will theſe Men have 
of him ? But to go on, from his adding of 
theſe Sincere Profeſſors, that they held the 
Head, and Build on the true Foundation, and yet 
differ in ſome leſſer Matters: 1 obſerved, that 
at the ſame Time no Epithets were ( with 
him ) black enough upon his quondem Friends, 
whom he ſometimes boaſts he hath been up» 
wards of thirty Years amongft. G. Keith ta- 
king hold of that Pafſage [ hold the Head, and 
build on the true Foundation } and giving the 
other the ſlip, renders us ſo #.'chriſtianly un= 
charitable ( as he ſ;ith, we too evidently ſhew we 
are) as to judge none in Chriſtendom differing 
from us in Profeſſion, hold the Head, or are Sin- 
ill cere Profeſſors of the Lord Feſus Chriſt, but we 
MW enly. But he runs too faſt, and in his Preju- 
dice outruns himſelf. We do not ſo judge, 
though he, while ſo unchriftianly uncharitable 
(they are his own Words) to his quondam 
Friends, and yet ſeeking to claw with others, 
ot calf that he might Neſt ſomewhere, deſerved that 
1im{;{Þ8 rebuke. 
y ther Now let us hear what a kind of RetratFation 
in the he makes. The Reader may perhaps expeCt 
a pal} fome great matter, it he be enformed, what 
would large Notice he hath given before hand, above 
ere fa twelve Month ago, and how he beſpoke his 
| fronf own Praiſe in the being free to do it. - Forin 
ed, uf his Book, callzd, True Copy ( Dated inthe third 
7g tk Month, 1695.) in Order to introduce what he 
 ( ſeeÞcalled, 4 ſhore Lift of the Vile and groſs Errors 
ill nat ef G. Whitehead, ]. Whitehead, W. Penn, 
2r, of &c. he * freely ackaowledgeth, that vpona re- 
what © view 
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© yiew of his for mer Books of /mmediate Reve. 
© lation, Univerſal Grace, Rettor Corretted, and 
© Truth defended, he hath found ſome Paſſaga 
© and Words, that not only need ſome further 
© Explanation,but even in ſome Part an Emends. 
© tion and Correftion: And thanks Almighty 
© God, that has not only given him to ſee them, 
© but has given him that Humility of Hear, 
© Love to Truth, and regard to the Salvation} 
© of Souls, tiat he can freely both acknowledge 
© and correct his former Miſtakes, after thee 
© ample of ſome worthy Ancients, 1rxe Ce 
©p. 179. What could be expeted from henc 
but ſomething beſides flouriſh,” from ſuch as did 
not know G. Keith, eſpecially conſidering I, 
hath took Time for it? All he gives is thi 
1 an not aſlamed (ſays he here, P. 34, 35). 
ro onn my general Miſtakes, I bave been urdn 
concerning aivers Places of Scriptures, particula 
Relative ro Water Baptiſm and the Supper, uh, 
Mat. 28. 1:9. and 1 Cor. 11,26, And ſome oth R 
Places of Serizture, relative 10 ſome other Matt 
eſpecially in the Miſapplication of ſome Places, 
prove curtain Truths, which theſe HLices did no, 
prove — And 1 am ſo far from being aſhamed ti 
Publiſy this Confeſſion, that I have great Peace ani 
Joy ins1. Anſw. This Confeſſion is as Lame, 
as he pretends in another Place G. Whitehead 
Evidence to bz; but two particular Scripture 
named, the reſt General, as if he deſigned 2þ; 
reſerve, when more of his Contradictions are 
laid op:n, who notwithſtanding the Foy and, 
Peace he pretends to have in his Publication, is k 
very unzalily drawn to this little, and perkaſh iy 
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Reve- $:.4 not I forced him to it by expoſing of him, 
KF ſtayed yet another twelve Month, before 
Taga ſhe had given them, which yet Falls abundant- 
y ſhort of what was propoſed in his True Copy, 
-nds- ;0 Emendation or Correition being yet extant 
| > thoſe four Books; he there both promiſed 
ne Bo exhibit, and aligned as needing them. Thus 
leart, arturiunt montes, naſcitnr ridiculus mus : All 
dg , Keith's empty crack ends in a Ridiculous 


1 eL8 | ſhall follow hlm upon this ſubje&, though 

Come unſeaſonably interpoſeth what comes not in 

"Wourſe. Inhis p. 36. upon his querying [whe- 

as dlſter it may not be ſaid, there is one Baptiſin, p,,., 25. 

15 "Ss there is one Land called Americe, though 

Che Map or Figure of it is alſo called Ame- 

35-Wica, even as there is but one Spiritual Baptiſm 

wr:4 Sith the Holy Ghoſt, though the outward 

ala@paptiſm with Water is alſo called Baptiſm] 

"© oppoſed thereto his aſſerting ( That the Scrip- 

| othaF ures are not that word, more than a Map or 

«1e1Weſcription of Rome or London, is Rome or Lon« 

cen, "$p", or the Image of Ceſar is Ceſar, or Bread 

14 Ed Wine is the Body and Blood of ChriſtJ 

ved "ſe; which, 2fter a little ventilation, that the 

vregoing is only a Query, he will let it paſs 

Lam, uw 6 poſition, and adds, 1. The Scriptures are 

beads that Living and Eſſential Word, &c, But that 

Iures bey may be "talled the li/ord, as « Map of Ame- 

ned 48ic2, 5s called America, I never dexied, faith he, 

iS aFrhe more unſound man he, the mean while, 

Y and ay I, eſpecially he having confeſſed they are 

ON, Bo more ſo, then Bread and Wine are the Bo- 

raph y and Blood of Chriſt ; Therefore what he 
had would 
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would turn upon us, viz, That if we deny thi 


t0 be a Truth, we muſt bold with the Papitts, wo 


bounds upon himſelf.” 2. That though there 
but one Spiritual Baptiſm, yet that the out 
Baptiſm with Water is alſo called Baptiſm, is al 
true, for John's Baptiſm with Water is cal 
3n Seripture the Baptiſm of John, ſaith he. 
ſwer, And ſo there were divers Waſhings (t 
. Baptiſins) ad the Doftrine of Baptiſm in thol 
Dales, ſce Heb. 9, 10. and 6. 2. - Althouy 
the Chriſtians had bur ene, which himſelf onc 
acknowledged to F. A. of Leh, when he tc 
him, We do not fay, as the Papifts, that the 
were two Bapti/ms with Water, one of John « 
ther of Chriſt, Truths Defence, Þ. 124. But nc 


it ſeems, he can both ſay it with the Papilk 


and defend it, ſo uncertaia a man is he, 


Expoſtulating with him, I added, Here thi 


Rabbi, who once boaſted that he hath the gift 
both of ſound knowledge and Expreſſions wit 
manifoid other Mercies beſtowed upon hit 


hath foiled himlclf ſorely. At this he except} 


firſt againſt the word Rabbi, alledging, -t 554i 
. 4 Scoffing Spiri', and that it # the known way | 
the Quakers nt to call a Man, Maſter. 
ſwer, I uſed ir a5 the CharaCeriſtick of wha 
he covets to be, to wit a Sett Maſrer, and 1 
P43*, 37» ſuch it ſuits him. His next Cavil p. 37- 
gainſt the Werd [foiled himflf ſorely? kt 
leaving to the” intelligent ro Furge, I do io allo: 
Yet is he: willing to foreſtall his Judgmen 
wherein | ſhall not imitate him. Then t 
vindicate thoie words [ſound knowledg®, &c.) 
From ſevouring of Boaitine, he *l!edgeth, thi 
| % [ 
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is, rltho make it look like a Boaſt, I left ont theſe laſe 
there words [for which 1 deſire to Praiſe bim for ever] 
out 1d the foregoing, viz. {bi being Charged by 
, i: alWbis Opponent with Marvellous Ignorance, Falſhood 
s callland Giddineſs] To the firſt I ſay, The Phariſce 
bs food and Prayed thizs to bimſelf, God I thank 
ngs (( , that ] am #0t as other Mcn, Luk 18. 11. 
n tho@The Phariſee thanked God : G. Xeith deſired 
chouelitd Praiſe him for ever. To the ſecond, Let 
If onefluworber Man Praiſe thee, ard got thy own Month 
he toliffſe Stranger, and not thy own Lips, Prov, 27. 2. 
it thei He Obje&s againſt my calling his Book of 
hn «Truth Advanced, a Bulky Book : Bnt this I did 
ut noinot as repreſenting it a bigger Volumn, than 
Papilmany good Men have writ, but that it was 
al Bulk, not to edification, but ſuch gear, 
ere this I have given the Reader a taſt of already un- 
he gitghder my ſecond Hezd. 
1s with 1 now return to his p. 35. where he alledg- 
n hin eh, that I blame him for Oppoſing it as an Error, 
xcepti That the Garden of Paradiſe was ſome part of this 
Viſible Earth, | He left out, And that Mars Food 
' both for his Soul and Body was to hzve been 
Wl Paradiſical] to which he gives ro other an- 
 ſwer, than ſome citations and inferences out 
of G. W. G. F. and W. S$, That G.W. and 
W.S have writ 2g216! them who hove afir.re 7, 
J that the forbidden Frui: wa; an Apole, 1%: derperc 
_ 4 Crcature like or Ems ih Snakes, jrom which 
D ean of theirs the Pillure of a Snile, and an Ape 
ple in ts Mouth in a Irie, arc ot up at the be- 
ginrirg of Bibles, &c, Hence he argues, P. 36. 


G. WV. 
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G. W. ſaith it was not, then to be ſure the Gar 
by bis Fudgment was not Viſible, &c, Anſwer, 
doth not follow that man was not in a Viſit 
Garden any more than it would in the Met 
whereinNathan expreſſed David's Sin withB 
frebab, under the Parable ofan Ew- Lamb. 

as it would be an undue inference that Davidu 
riah, &c. Were not Viſible Perſons upon thi 
Viſible Earth, becauſe it would be groſs igr 
rance and darkneſs to think, Nathan ſpake of 
material Ew-Lamb ; ſo in this caſe, it is as 
ſurd to conclude G. Keith's Notions that i 
Garden of Paradiſe wat not ſome part of this V 
ble Earth, that man's Food before the Fall war 
have been Paradiſical, and the Cloathing wit: 
the Skin and Fleſh of this Frail, Mortal and c: 
ruptible Bedy, Teceived but fince the Fall (4 
in Truth Advanced, p. 16. 18. and 27.) an 
backed by theſe Friends, n@t allowing the gre 
Interpretation and Conception upon, Gen. 3 
What he adds out of G. Fox's Fournal ( whic 
he tauntingly calls that Famous Book) where it i 
ſaid, I was come up in Spirit through the Flu 
ming Sword into the Paradiſe of God, is Very idle, 
For as there being a Myſtical Canaan, doth nay 
imply there never was an outward one : $0 
there being a Adyſtical Paradiſe, doth nat 
*_ ly there never was an owrard Parts 

;/c. 

To defend his Expoſition of Adam and Eve's 
hiding themſelves among the Trees of the Gar- 
den, to be in a Tree of the Garden, and thai 
that one Tree may be well underſto-d, to be 


the divine Mercy or Clemency, whereupon | 
replied 


(95) 
replyed, The divineÞMercy is in Chriſt Jeſus, 
and if they were got there, methinks when 
they heard the Voice of the Lord God walk» 
ing in the Garden, they fhould not have been 
Y afraid, for they were already ſafe. G. Keith 
$7. after a repeating his having ſaid, hat 
Hebrew doth bear it, in 4 Tree of the Garden, 
.N and a reflefting npon my ignorance in the Hebrew 
(a Language 1 never pretended Skill in, for it is 
the application that I mind) adds, Are they noe 
carnally minded, to think that Adam thought be 
could bide himſelf, either among the Trees of an 
wtward Garden, or in any one Tree of it, ſo as 
God might not ſee him? Anſwer, Adams thoughts 
.. | ſhall not dive into, but if he thought to hide 
1 cf bimſelf from the wrath of God (even in a Tree 
Bf of the Garden, according to G. Keith's Expoliti- 
on) he found himſelf miſtaken. But how Na» 
E tural it is for fear and guilt, to take undue and 
precipitant Courſes, which in a ſedate frame, 
.. they could not propcſe to be ſheltered by, in- 
'f ſtances in Iſai. 2. tg, Hof. 10. 8. and Rev. 
6, 15, 16, declare, where men are ſaid, to go 
into the Holes of the Rocks, and Caves of the Earth, 
for Fear of the Lord; to ſay to the Mownains, 
Cover us, and to the Hills, Fall on «s , to hide 
themſelves in the Dens and Rocks of the Moun- 
tains, that they might hide them from the Face of 
bim that ſitteth upon the Throne, and from the wrath 
| Fu of the Lamb, Did theſe men, thinks he, rec- 
Gar. {522 God could not ſee them there ? Or were 
1 that they not in a{Terrour and Amaze, not knowing 
which way to turn ? But he queries, Doth not the 
Scripture ſay, Gods Mercies are over all bis works 


and 
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and doth not the Clemency and Mercy of God'tx, 
tend to them that are not yet in Chriſt? Anſpe; 
But how ſhould man know that, before the 
Seed ( Chriſt ) was promiſed ? For this hiding 
Was an interval between the Fall and the pre 
miſe, He goes on, Þp. 38. Seeing they will nee 
have this place, where Adam bid: ſome outwa 
Trees on this Earth, by the ſame Carnal Mind thy 
muſt underſtand, that this walking of God, was « 
outward and bodily walking, and his Voice, an out 
ward and bodily Voice, and ſo they make not on 
Adam, but Moſes, who writ theſe words, to be a 
Anthropomorphite and Muggletonian. An 
This doth not follow, For the Lord appeared u 
ro Abraham i» the Plains of Mamre, and be lift 
his Eyes, and looked, and lo, three Men ſtood b 
bim [ was Moſes an Anthropemorphite or Mduogli 
tonian, for deſcribing the Lord appearing as 
Man ? 7 and he fetcht a Morſel of Bread, [ 
not that viſible Bread? ] See Gen. 18. 1, 2, x, 
Again, when Chriſt appeared to Joſhnab, «if 
Man, as the Captain of the Lord's Hoſt, Jolh. 5. 
13, 14. And among the three Children, 4 
Man, whoſe Form, Nebuchadnezzar ſaid, nal 
like the Son of God, Dan. 3. 24, 25. Were thek 
Holy Pen-men Anthropomorphites or ug leton- 
ans? Or the Plains of Mamre, not viſible Plains! 
The Fericho mentioned, a Fericho in the Air! 
The Furnace, . not a viſible Furnace ? Shedrach 
Meſbach; and Abednego, not vilible Menupon lis 
viſible Earth ? For this is the tendency of lf 
Argument againſt me. 

In the nex: place, whereas G, X. has aſſign$ 


ed it asan Errour toaſſ:rt, That Ademand Ewf 
wer 
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ere Naked before the Fall, and that their n6t 
ſon ing aſhamed of their Nakednels, did not im- 
© they their Innocency but rather their Impu- 
ding ence, I queried, What fign or token of Im- 
- Pro dence is it in People, to endeavour to cover 
! ne42fir Nakedneſs ? To this G. Keith replies, 
ak Taking Nakedneſs Metaphorically, as I do in that 
id thy e, Gen. 2. As it is taken Rev. 3. 17. 18; 

is 4 ſign of Impudence to endeavonr to cover 
in 0; 0, Nakedneſs, And a little lower, 1s nor Sivt 
ot al Nakeaneſs, Meuaphorically taken ? And when 
\ be aff £9ver their Sins, with falſe and ſinful excuſes, 
Anlo * * [i272 of their Impudence [and then that he 
da tight have an opccaſion ts fling an unproved 
life off nder at us, aMds | « © too manifeſt in G. W. 
ood bs I P- Anſwer, No wonder if he be fs ſe- 

e upon us, when he is ſo uncharitable to 


d Exe 


PAs A 


_ y firſt Parents, as to conclude them impudent 
[ nners, not akamed of their Sin, and yet ſeek- 
be ig ſhelter under the divine Mercy : Yet hath he 
} © 4 hitherto proved, that that Nakedneſs, men- 
oſh. Ni ed Gen, 2. 25. Which was before any aC- 


_ of their Fall, was Sin ; as well as thaf 
j waſ* bath not aſſigned what falſe excuſes they 
© thele nade. He gocs on, What Nakeane/s was that 
the Serpent [| for ſo he renders, Gen. 3. 1. 

here the Tranſlation hath it ſ«bril/] was 5t 
dily Nakedneſs? Anſwer, If it was Nakedneſs, 
it was ſuch a Nakednefs as was ſuitable to him, 
ws 2 Serpent, as a fallen Angel, cven as Adm 
and Eve*'s Nakedneſs, was fſuita"lc to them as 
Man and Woman, who 2s y:t h:d tot Trank- 
aſſign» preſſed. But he queries again, C 4:2 we fuppoſe, 
nd £4 th God tho Cloatheth every Litly of the Freie, 


_—_ 
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wade Adam without 4 ſuitable Cloathing, Did be 
nat Crown him with Glory and Honaur ? Pal. 8. 
5- Ard if bis Head was not Nakgd, bow could bis 
Body be Naked ? Anſwer, This is to confound 
Allegorical with Literal things, Innocency wa 
bis covering, we grant (I ſuppoſe) on both bands; 
but doth this anſwer the Terms of the prope- 
ſition, or relate, cither to the Covering or 
Nakedneſs, whercof the debate is ? The like 
may be ſaid of the Crown of Glory and Ho- 
nonr, Pfal. $. 5. 

G* Keith having aſſigned a twofold Cloath- 
ing to man after the Fall, viz, A Cloathirg 
them inwardly with the Righteouſneſs of the 
Lamb, and outwardly with the Skin and Fleh 
of this Frail, mortal and Corruptible Body, | 
queried, Did be Cloath them with the Righteon 
neſs of the Lamb, and yet at the ſame time debar 
them acceſs to the Tree of Life, Seg Gen. 3. 21. 
22. What ſirange Dottrine 1 this ? Said I, to 
which he replieth, Ar the ſame time, is their a 
dition. Anſwer, In the Relation there is not a 
verſe between. He goes on, If by the ſame time 
they mean the ſame inſtant, or bour, 1 ſay Nay 
But the time was not long betwixt their Fall, ani 
their Reftor aticn, ſo far as they had azceſs ty 
Chriſt, ſienificd by the Tree of Life, Anſwer, 
Acceſs to the Tree of Life was not ſo ſoon 
regained ; Gods Cloathing them is mentioned, 
v. 21. and after that, v. 24+ That they were 
driven out, and 4 Flaming Sword placed at the Eaf 
of the Garden of Eden, which turned every Way, 
zo keep the Way of the Tree of Life : Nor is it 
probablc, that ſuch i-pxdent Sinners, as he hath 
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repreſented them, could ſo immediately cone 
x it, that requiring a good Progreſs, and ma- 
py good ſteps to be made, before attained to, 
To my ſaying, with reſpet to the outward 
Cloathing which he defines to be the Skin and 
Fleſh of this Frail, Mortal and Corruptible 
Body, It is Monſtruous that we ſhould have « Bo- 
dy a *Top of 4 Body, he will not allow it to- be 
bis, but my own Invention and Foolifh arguing, It 
s Maſs, wherein there is a Mixture of Gold. and 
Droſs, a Body a top of a Body, faith he ? Aw» 
ſaer, The Compagyon doth not hold ; Nan had 
a Body before the Fall, if this be Cloathed up- 
on, ſuperinduced, then not a Mixture or Com- 
pound, as in Gold and Droſs. The Cloaths 
we put on, are no part ef our Bodies, and thas 
this Cloathing which Adam had after the Fall, 
was not proper to Adan as Man, himſelf hath 
ſaid, Truth Advanced, p. 113. What is it then 
leſs than a Body a top of a Body ? 

What I had cited out of him, Trath Ads 
vanced, n. 28. (of Man and Womans be- 
ing made- Back to Back before the Fall, and 
afterwards ſplit or divided into two Sides or 
Halves, the effe& of their Fall being ſuch, that 
they could not multiply their Species in one 
Body, without the Separation, as they mought 
have done, if the Fall had not been, &c. ) He 
wholly waves touching only npon my quarreling 
(as he phr aſeth it) with hs rendering Rib ro be Side; 
Anſwer, 1 ſhould hardly think it worth n 
while to diſpute it with bim, whether it w+- 
beſt Tranſlated Rib or $i4e, bar that tis © 
mera, of their b2ing made Back to Back, -- -. 

| G 3 Dazwen:i: 
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Depends thereon. Hear then what the Scrip- 
ture ſaith, The Lord God took one of his Ribs, 
Gen. 2. 21. And the Rib, which the Lord God 


had taken from Man, made be aWoman, v. 22; |, 


And Adam ſaid, This is now Bone of my Bonks, 


and Fleſh of my Fleſh, ſle ſhall be called Woman, þ; 


becauſe ſhe was taken out of Man, v. 23. Qu, 
How could ſhe be Bone of his Bones, and ta- 
ken out of Man, if never in him, but only 


joyned to him ? Therefore ſhall a Man leave bu 
Father, &c. And they ſhalt be one Fliſn, v. 24. þ 


Qn. If they had grown (gether and been 
Created twain, Back to BaCk, 


why is it ſaid, 


they ſhall be one Fleſh ? But that it had reſpe&; 
not to a Splitting aſunder, even to a diſtin 
formation (in the Margin it is Builded, v. 22.) þ 
not a ſeparation, ſomthing taken out of Man; 
whereon the Lord had beſtowed Workman. [ 
ſhip, not barely a healing where the clea- 


ving Infirument had gone? Thus I leave it 
with the Reader, whether Afoſes or G. Keith 
be ſoundeſt in the Expreſſion of this great 
Work of the Creator, 


What he adds againſt G. Whitebead his calling Þ 


3. G. Keith's proceedings arbitrary and Extrajudi- |, 
cial, new Court of Judicatory, &c. (They rela- 


ting to his Summons to meet him at 7arners- 
Hall, and yet barely Exhibiting a general charge, 
witiout Mentioning out of what Books and 


Pages they were deduced) I paſs by, as what |, 


bath been anſwered over and over, particularly 
ia my REFLECTIONS and the Paper called 
REASONS, @&c. For the reſt he piving a 


general reference to his Narrative, I ſhall ai 


gencrall; 


F $68 J 
generally refer to the Anſwer to it, and for his 

ption of the Reſurre&ion, to what I have 
22, Klready offered, under the Second Head, out 
"a, btTruth Advanced, p. 113. 116, 127. Where 
1 his Huck or Drofſy par: exceeds the more No- 


To his putting us in mind of 1 Per. 3, 15+ 
ay, The reaſon of our hope we have given, 
id that in the moſt publick manner, even to 
24 flinfelf: We need not go into Corners ( as 


el Il hearing is in compariſon of the Preſs) to 
= d it over again, eſpecially he being Debtor 
AY » 


+Þl :o two of T. Elzod's, and mine called 


In Apoſtate Expoſed : Therefore he may ſave 
22:)Þ Labour in making offers to us, to appoint 
Man; Be and place, and be will mect mw; for we are 
NaN* Bfore hand with him, his Books not ſtickin 

p_ dn our Hands unanſwered, as ours do _—_ 


Ceith Fard row I come to take notice of the firſt 
real Br of his Bok (called Antichriſts and Sadu- 
- ' Þ Detetted, &c.) levelled againſt a Book of 
alin ich Puſey's, ſtiled A Modeſt Account of the 
judi- Bs al Differences in pr1wit of Doftrine between 
rela- 0. Keich and the People called Quakers, QC. ) 
neri* trreto he would entitule me, from wy re- 
ag ding him, that it lay at his Door nnan- 
| an” Fred, and the Second Daies Meeting at 
what By, from their approvinzit. W:th them 
larly tezins, p. 3. AndI (tall Conſider whit he 
alled \ thereof, -when | coinc: ro antrer his 

ing 7 Fcripe, where it more Natur -1ly fails in. 
all 3) What relates to matter of t«+, of thin, s 
cre; plated beyond Sea, as they wit » were ris y 
G3 Luiz, 


Page 4+ 
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thereto, are moſt Capable of anſwering, {6 
ſhall leave it to them to do, if they ſee cauſe, 
and begin with what he ObjeAs againſt C. P 
concerning the ſuſficiency of the Light, The wo 
( which the Friend began with, p. $.) were 
taken out of G, Keith's Univerſal Grace, p. 117 
viz. '* That the Knowledge of him, as inthe 
$ outward, is of neceſſity unto Salvation, v 
grant not [and it followed in the Book iff 
* {cIf, ſave only where it is revealed, &«, 
Here G. Keith ſeeks to creep out, by the Tern 
Expreſs Knowledge and Belief, (which he ſaith 
is mot univerſally of abſolute neceſſity unto $ 
e49"n, That thus RK. B, ſaith {@ but he tells 1 
where) and himſelt in the place above. A 
fwer, The Krowledge is ſpoken of Indefinit 
ty, in that affertion ang when the words, E 
preſs ard diſtinft Knowledge are afterwards 
ded, ir is from the Terms of our Adverſari 
whoſe Objection he cites ) but he uſeth of. 
thoſe Terms in his own poſition, or as expl 
natory thereof. For he is politive that | p 
Knowledge of Chriſt in the outward (he { 
not the Explicit or Implicit Knowledge; ,; 
the Knowledge) is not of abſblute nec}: 
to Salvaticn, ſave only where revealed, A 
In the very ſame Page, he ſaith, Wi 
be ſtates the difference in point of Dof& ine ban 
ſome in Pennlilvania ard me, as if I ſaid, it 
an Error to affirm, the Light within were ſuſi 
nitour ſonling elſe, &c. From whence at 
cloſe cf the Paragraph, he concludeth, Term 
exclude the Han Chriſt without ws, and his Di (: p 
$ic, From Ceing Concerned in our $f” * 


( 20z ) 
But herein he wrongs C. Puſey who neither 
fares their belief, nog his undue inference, but 
_ aly oppoſeth G. Keith toG, Keith where, upon 
bY h, Gordons, ſaying, that the declaring the Light 
NO nd Power and Spirit within to be Chrift the only 
WTI Mediator and Saviour, aſſerts anotber Chriſt, atro- 
OM her Saviour than Jeſus of Nazareth, G. Keith 
in" "Jrlls him, 1f rhow were indeed for this Myſtery 
my Chriſt within, as be is the Seed, the Light, the 
y- Pver and the Life, thou wouldſt not ſay this af. 
. "Aerts another Chriff. This the Friend, in his p. 
bye p quoted out of G, Keith's Lighe of Truth, P. 
'$.1,Þ Which is cogent : But what is this to a ſta. 
0g 2 point of difference in Pemnſilvania, or 
inferring that they exciude Chriſt without 
his Death, &c. From being concerned in 
rSalvation ? It ſhews indeed G, Keith's Con« 
diction to himſelf (& as ſuch it was brought) 
while to fay, Declaring the Light within 
be the only Mediator and Saviour, aſſerts 
Wother Chriſt than Feſ#s of Nazareth ; ano- 
Per while that it doth not ſo: And that was 
C. Puſey deduced|therefrom, which G. Keith 
Fould pervert to a ſenſe never given, nor in» 
Ended, in order to millead his Reader and ex- 
"Ficate himſelf, 
{ lo the next place comes a Citation out of 
of £itb*s Book, called Refmation, &c. ( which 
v Printed, I ſuppoſe in Pennſilvania, and I 
Fe ſought for here, but cannot get fight of ) 
p Fierein G, Keith Charges the Friend with Baſe 
py. When G. Whitthead had in ſofter 
Un Terms expreſt G. Keirb's unfairneſs ( he did 
« 1, Þ. lay baſe Forgery) in leaving cut the word 
S.alv G 4 [ Blood 


» 6 
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[Blood and Bones] which if inſerted had' tur, 
ned G. Keith's Cavil out of Doors, G. Keith 
had a Plaiſter at Hand, imputing it, p. 2g. 
to an overſight, either in the Print, or Trasſcrig 
Cit ſeems he could not tell which, and that hk 
writes by gueſs) But now he will allow nothing 
to either. Burt obſerve how he makes good 
his Charge of Fargery. See the place, ſaith h 
I have 10 ſuch words, but plain Contrary, a 
then refers not to the Page the Friend brought, 
which was Kefwtation. p. 38, 39. Burt to another, 
viz, P- 42, 43- And in that other the word 
2iven have no afhnity with what the Friend 
all:dged. The paſſage out of G. Keith in the 
Friends Pook was thus, [ It is a real degree 
Blaſphemy to ſay, this Light cannot make 
tisfaction for Sins paſt] in G. Keith's quo 
on [ neither is the Saints greateſt inward Rig} 
teouſreis or Holineſs wrought in them by ti 
Spiric of God, an attonement for their Sin 
but Chriſt alone, who dyed for us, the julſt f 
the unjuſt} 1s it likely that one of theſe p 
ces {hould be miſtaken for the other? N 
they ſpeak not of one thing; one ſpeaks « 
the crker, the Lig't; the other of the W 
wrozpht, the Saints Righteonſneſs, He mig} 
well enough fry both, for they do not Cor 
tradict ene another : Bur ſuch pittifal ſhif 
is G. keith put to, to defend his weak cal 
azainlt a d-fpiſed Miller, which a rae Br 
ecioliar would Scorn, 

To Cal:h Puſey's ſhewing G. X. had fa 
Ltagitrates wy Fieact, and oppoling there! 
his ſaying, Preatiurs meg ror ve JAaviſirores, 


repl! 
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replies, This is no Contradiftion, for it is one 
thing occaſionally to Preach, or Teach, or Exhort, 
« any Chriſtian can do, and another to Exerciſe the 
Office or Funttion of a Miniſter of tht Goſpel of 
Peace one day, that ſaith, Reſiſt not evil, and our 
Weapons are not Carnal, and anither day to Han 
Men for Murder. An/w, Occaſionally to Pr 
is adiſtinftion occaſionally made to creep out at. 
The Office, Fun&tion, and Salary of fuch a Mi- 
niſtry as diſtinguiſheth the Clergy from the Lai- 
ty, he may perhaps now Court ; but he was of 
another Mind once, when he wrote his Book, 
called, The Woman Preacher of Samaria, Printed 
Anno 1674. where in the very Title Page, he 
alerts ſhe was 4 better Preacher, and more ſuffict- 
ently qualified to Preach, than any of the Man- 
made Miniſtry intheſe Three Nations, and in his 
Page 1. oppoſeth that Notion, That Women 
ſhould not be Preachers, nor meddle with their Holy 
Furtien, and throughont the Book labours to 
prove her Call, Qualifications, Succeſs, Expe- 
rimental Preaching, &c. to be more immedi- 
ate, more edifying , more free, than ſuch as 
had the Ordination from Man : Yet was ſhe but 
what he now ſtileth an Occaſconal Preacher. But 
to come to the Second Branch of the QbjeQion, 
May theſe Occaſional Preache's be Magiſtrates ? 
May they reſiſt Evil ? May their Weapons be 
Carnal ? (May they Hang Men for Murder ? 
For that he foiſteth in to the Premiſes, to make 
a noiſe ) or do the Preachers Preach that Do- 
Arine to be put in praQice by none but them- 
ſelves ? If fo, none were to be Chriſtians but 
themſelyes, 2nd then a Man, who is a Cin iſtian, 
ccaſcth 


Page 5» 
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ceaſeth to be 2 Magiſtrate, as well that a Ma- 
giſtrate ceaſeth to be a Chriſtian. I 

this time the Reader will ſee whither Prejudice 
hath driven him, thus to lay down a Poſition, 
deſtructive to Government, and ſhaking the 
Baſis of all well-regulated Magiſtracy among 
Chriſtians, as if it were Ordained of God, for 
the puniſhment of cvil doers, and the praiſe of them 
that do well, 1 Pet. 2.14. only among the Ger- 
tiles, and Chriſt's Followers muſt run into A- 
#archy and Confuſion. 

He goes on, endeavouring to reconcile his 
ſaying, ( Way Caſt np, p. 131.) It is no more 4 
Body of Fleſh, Blood and Bones, but a Pure, FKthe« 
real or Heavenly Body, to another ſaying of his, 
That it remaineth the ſame in Subſtance that it was 
#7 Earth, &c. by diſtinguiſhing between the 
Fleſh that is mortal, groſs and corruptible, and the 
Fleſh that is immortal and incorruptible, Anſw. 
How can it be the ſame in Subſtance, when the 
Subſtance 15 not the ſame? Was the Subſtance, 
whenon Earth, no more a Body of Fleſh, Blood 
and Bones, but Ethereal and Heavenly ? Or js 
AXthereal 20d Heavenly, the ſame in Subftance, 
with 2a Body of Fleſh, Blood and Bone ? How is 
this reconcileable ? 

To his poſitively denying the expreſs Know- 
ledge of Chriits becoming Man, and Suffering, 
Oc. to beof Neceſlity to Salvation, the Friend 
queriee, How is it now, that he faith, that 
expreſs Knowledge is indiſpenſibly neceſſary 
to Salvation, or perfect Juſtification, for which 
thes both quore Prezbyterian and Independent 
Chu cos, Þ. 133. and GC, Keith replieth, p- 5- 

Hs 
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Hit fallacy lyath in this, that 1 fay; the expreſs 
Knowledge is not univerſally neceſſary, but ſome 
rigs if not expreſs, yer implicite, 15, and 
this ( he faith) 5s no Contradittion. Anſw. That 
Page hath nothing in it of that tendency, but 
what Is, is in Þ. 111, 112. So that the Mi- 
ſtakein C. Puſey's Book, in Print or Tranſcript, 
G. Keith hath followed in his, without amend- 
ing it. This G. Xei:b did either eſpy, or be 
did not eſpy. If he did eſpy it, why not alſo 
give warning of it, except he deſigned to lead 
his Reader Hoodwinkt, that he might impoſe 
upon him ? If be did not eſpy it, how could 
he pretend to deteR a fallacy, in what he had 
not compared ? Take -it either way, it makes 
not for G. Keith's Credit. Now to return to 
the Quotation, the fetacy isin G. Keith; for 
as the Queſtion was concerning Salvation and 
PERFECT Juſtification, ſo the Aſſertion whence 
it was deduced, was thus, © It may be very 
* ſafely concluded that the expreſs Knowledge 
© and Faith of Chriſt crucified, is not of abſo- 
© lute and indiſpenſible Neceſlity, unto the BE- 
© GINNING of a Mans Salvation, although it 
* is really of abſolute and indiſpenſible Neceſli- 
©ty unto the finiſhing and PERFECTING of 
Fit, ſaid G. Keith, Presbyterian and Independent 
© Churches, p. 111, By this the Reader may 
give a gueſs, why G. Keith was willing to ſhel» 
ter himſelf nnder a miſpaged Quotation ; for 
had the place been examined, it would have 
diſcovered the Friends Inference to have been 
genuine, reſtricted not to ſome Knowledge inde- 


finitely, but to a ſaving and perfefZ;rg Knows 
ledge. 
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'Iedge. And if any pleaſe to trace him yet fur- 
ther, they will find it was ſuch a Knowledge, 
as who had not, WHEN LIVING, ' might 
( according te G. Keith) have at their Death, 
to wit, in the paſſing through the Valley of- the 
Shadow of Death, according to Plalm 23. 4- Even 
when they are not able to demonſtrate unto the Liv- 
ing, what is then revealed uuto them, See Presby- 
terian and Independent Churches, p. 112, Which 
as it is'a perverſe Expoſition of that Scripture, 
( David ſpeaking there of a Condition here up 
on Earth, The Lords preparing a Table for bim in 
the preſence of his Enemiez, anointing his Head 
with Oyl, &c. So that Goodneſs and Mercy ſhall 
fellow him all the days of his Life ; ver. 5, and 6. 
Not of a State after Death, when Men are not 
able to demonſtrate unto the Living, what is 
then reve2led unto them) ſo it renders him a 
Favourer of the Notien of Purgatory ; as well 
as that it is worſe than miſapplying Scriptures 
ro prove certain Truths, which thoſe places 
did not prove ( an Error he would pretend to 
have RetraQted, Þ. 35.) this tending to defend 
untruths, and unſound Notions, which the Scrip- 
tures do diſavow. 

Upon C. Puſey his querying, * Seeing, ac- 
© cording to G. Keith, he is not only the true 
* Chriſt, who was manifeſt in the Bedy of Fleſh, 
© but alſo as mnifeſt in us, how is it then, 
* that h2 tht i; manifeſt in us, is ſomething 


©! th3n he that was manifeſt in that Body 
© of Fl:ſh, ferinv, IN BOTH RESPECTS, he 
e535 % confTds to be the only true Chriſt and 
£ 


$39121r- Ard ſurely the Word [only] is 
alone; 
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alone, and admits of nothing elſe. Thus far 
the Friend, Hereupon G. Keith citing him on- 


ly; from where he faith [| the Word only J 


infers, that be placeth all on the Light within, /o 
that the Man Chrift Teſus of Nazareth without 
ws is nothing of Chriſt, and calls it a blaſphemons 
Aﬀertion and Conſequence, which follows not from 
bis Words.  FAnſw. The Friend gave G. Keith 
his Words, not bis own, which as I have ſta- 
ted more fairly than himſelf hath done, 1 leave 
with the Reader, whether the Conſequence be 
forced, not natural, or whether it proveth, 
that the Friend placeth all on the Light with- 
in, nothing on Feſ#s of Nazareth without us. 
Or whether G. X-s:h had ground from hence to 
inſult, that his Opponent had ncither Learning 
wr good Exerciſe of humane Reaſon, but had beut- 
ter kept working at his dill? as well as that | 
may put G. Keith in Mind what he once ſaid, 
that © a Dota /gnorantia, or a learned Igno- 
'rance is more ſafe, and to be preferred to an 
*uncertain Knowledge or Science fallly, ſo cal- 
*led. See Truths Defence, p. 77. 

G. Kexth gocs on, Secirs that he would infer 
from mey Words, That Jelts of Nazareth cannot be 
ſumerhing elſe than the Light, Power and Spirit 
rithin, 1t is plain, that it is both their Senſe and 


tis, that Jeſus of Nazareth is nothing at all of 
Chriſt without us, which 15 a pl.uin Contradittion to 
themſelves, and to himſelf in the following Words. 
Thus far G. Keith, Burt how will be prove 
"ur Senſe and his to be, that Jeſus of Nazareth 
3 nothing at all of Chriſt without vs, if chat 
knſe be fo immcdiately Contradited in _ 
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following words? This ſhews he wants c«#: 
&our, and would take things by the worſt hag. 
dle, to faſten an imputation, not only upon the 
Friend himſelf, but his Brethren alſo, which ke 
confeſſeth is contradited by him : Whe, had 
he not ſought an occaſion to miſreprefent w 
mought have entituled «s at leaff, to what be 
calls the contradictory Senſe. Now C., Puſy 
his Words were theſe, upon G, Keith's ſaying, 
The Light is Chriſt, but the Man Chriſt is ſome 
thing elſe, hequeried, Whether the Man Chriſt 
became ſomething elſe beſides Chriſt? And adds, be 
to wave ſuch Compariſons, which ſhews his wen s 
not Afertory, but argumentative ad bominem, if 6 
Compariſon G. Keith drew him to. To thi 
I fay, The Man Chriſt, who was made ( or bw{[42 
came) Fleſh, John 1. 14. who faid of himſdffſi 
1 am come a Light into the World, Chap. 19 
ver. 46. is not ſomething elſe beſides Chrift*, 
And ſecing himſelf bath ſaid, Way caft xp, pf*a 
102. That it is not the outward Fleſh and Bll 
that is the Man, but the Soul, or inward Ma of 
that dwelleth in the outward Fleſh or Bgdy, that if* A; 
the Man moſt properly, ſuch as Chrift was 

from the beginning. I ask, Whether the Mu 

Chriſt, that was even from the begianing, 
become ſomething elſe beſides Chriſt ? And ſay 
ing God hath ſaid, / am the Lord, and beſdQni 

we there i; no Saviour, Ifa. 4.3. 11, Whether thifth: 

infers a denial of what Chriſt ( who is ti 

Light) did and ſuffered without us in that 

pared Body, Ge. | 

And that the Friend himſelf did not belier: 
that 7eſus of Nazareth is nothing at all of Chrily 
wi 
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c- | without us, as unduly aſperſed by G. Keith, 
*M- | hear him in his Afodeff Acconnt, p. 16, 17. where 
tht } he thous hath it, * Though we cannot yield to 
phe 3 4G. Kerth in theſe his Terms, That the Light 
had | %is not able of it ſelf, and conſequently, that 
uw 460d (by 6G. Kexhb's own Words, who faith 
ths] *the Light is God) is not able to ſave, be- 
uſ | *cauſe we believe, Beſide him there is no Savioar, 
ing | Syex we do not in the leaſt Queſtion, but deor- 
w- 1 *iy own and acknowledge and believe the Way 
{| *and Means, that the Lord was pleaſed, out of 
, buf *his infinite Love and good Will to Ma 
wet] 'to take, in order to redeem him from Sin and 
n, i]*Death, as ſending his only begetten Soninto 
tif 'the World, not only as a Light — but alſo as 
r wF*Man, in the prepared Body to offer up him- 
aſd] elf a moſt acceptable Sacrifice for the Sins 
>. 1J'of the whole World, which Offering the Lord 
brit ]*was pleaſed to accept of, and by his Spirit 
'P, MI'and Power it is made Effectual for the Recon- 
Blwf'* ciliation and Salvation of all thoſe that repent 
I of their Sins, and truly believe in his Name. 
*And that God doth not ſave any without re- 
' ſpect to that great Offering, we all grant and 
W'truly believe, &c. This as it is a full Vindi- 
ation of the Friend, that he did not underva« 
but highly prize what Chriſt hath done 
ithout us; ſo it needs no further Comment, 
Mhan a Refletion upon his Adverſaries Diſin- 
Fenuity, who kept this back, while he labou-» 
ed to ſuggeſt the contrary thereto, as the 
friends ſenſe and ours. | 
elierg He faith further, He [ C. Puſty ] ſo mine 
Chris my words with his 0w1:, that no Man can diftine 
wi i gif 
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$#iſþ the one from the other, &c.; And I think he 
is unwilling rightly to diſtinguifh, that he may 
pervert them. For whereas the Friend had 
faid, [ And that God doth not ſave any without [;, 
reſpect to that great Offering, weall grant and |, 
truly believe: For, as G. Keith ſaith, The [4 
Lord having ordained it fo to be, how can of f;«, 
dare we ſay therefore, That he was or is not ing 

am 

002 

tra 


Sufficient, by his Light, Power and Spirit, td 
ſave without ſomething elſe? Surely this ſeerh 
to me too Preſumptuous an Expreſſion; for wat 
not that Body prepared of God ? And what wal fs; 
done init ? Is it not ſaid, God did it by kim?) 
G. Keith in p. 6. leaving out [ And that God, 
&c.7] and beginning with {| Fqr as G, Kei f;,, 
faith 7 lays Forgery to the Friegds Charge, uf 

if [ baving ordained ] relatedg-fiot to God's 
ving by that great Offering, but to the folſhey, 
lowing Query, Concerning the Sufficiency of thi jr, 
Light, which is a poor inſult. From hence htſhig 
taketh occaſion to infer the Neceſſity of Godi||yge, 
Saving by Chriſt, and that he could not ſavenhh;; 
without reſpe# to the Man Chriſt in the outwark ud x 
otherwiſe he could or ſhould contraditt bis own Orſhyr(, 
dination, &c. which is granted him, even bſſhia 
the Friend. But whether antecedently ro God ,,; 
purpoſe, he would have ſaved us without the Death, , 
of his own Dear Son, a thing (he tells us Ex; 
Narrative, P. 25.) is above Man; Capacity, adf;.,h 
that he wholly waves that Diſpute, is what I ſhillhax 
wave inſiſting on, yet with this Caution, whidþq,- 
the Friend alſo gave him 1n his, p, 18. vit$;tic 
*Let us not undertake to argue, as if therdhper 
* were any thing, that God by bis Light, SP Wa 

ri 


$3:® 
*rit and Power, is not /#fficient to do, and we 
(need not debate any I>oger abour it, 

What follows, relating to Matter of Fa& 
tranſacted beyond Sea, whereof I can pretend 
to no certain Knowledge, and their Relations 
do ſo vary, I muſt leave to the Perlons con- 
cerned to Anſwer, if they ſee meet, not bes 
ing willing to undertake a Defence of what [ 
im not Privy to, nor to juſtify them, if in 
ought they have exceeded, though I dare not 
traſt his Evidence. Yet his alledging that he 
Printed nothing about their retaking a ſloop, till 4 
enſidgr able Time after twenty eight of the #Ainie 
s bad excommunicated hin, to which Sentence, 
we that gave the Commiſſion did put their Hands, 
$2 Plain Intimation, what animated him, not 
concern for God and bis Truth, ſo much as 
'Mevenge and Malice. 

In p. 7. G. Keith acknowledgeth he ſaid in 
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ndent Churches, p. 133. and ſhould be p. 
I11.) The expreſs Knowledre of Chriſts Dea:h 
at, Sufferings, as Man in the 0:11mard, is 0t unt= 
Orr ſally neceſſary to Salvation, but that he hath 
| biſid, Thas the expreſs Knowledge of Chriſts Deaths 
uh univer ſally nece/[ary, he alledgeth, C. Puſey 
cath ves no Paſſage 12 any of his Books, Anſr. Him- 
XP: t.ath acknowl:dged in that. very Pook, 
alBretbyterian aud Irdevendent Churches, P. 111, 
ſhThar the expres Knowledoe is univerſally ne- 
Wakſſry ro the perfefting oi Salvation and Jutti- 
Vication, and in Þ. 112, hath allotted them, 
herShen it mnt be, viz. not when living, but at- 
»P wards, and the fame he faith here, thus, / 
Ti '$| never 


ne Book ( this is quoted Presbyterian and In» Page, 7 
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never had any Centroverfie with ary, ſzith he, whe 
ther the expreſs Knowledge and Faith of Chriſt 
Death and Suffer m7s, bs univerſally neceſſary ty 
Mans Salvation, ſ9 as neceſſary to ve had by all and 
every one before Death, Thus incidit in Scyllan, 
gui vult vitare Charybdim: To get off from ; 


but 
Tt 
W 
rn 


ContradiQicn, he recurs to what will incladef; 


the Dotrine of Pargatory, or Revolations/m,- for 
if not before Death, then after Death : And 
when then? 1n their Paſſage through the Valle 
of the Shadow of Death, as inſtanced above} 
Or in a renewed Viſitation and Re-animation! 
The former ſhakes Hands with the Papilty, tl 
latter with the Revolutioniſts. 


El 
to 


cy 


But the true State of the Oueſtion between thealfj; 


and me, was and is, faith G. Keith, Whether 
expreſs Knowledge and Faith of Chrifts Deah 
Sufferings, &C. ve not neceſſary 'to Salvation to 
profeſſirg Chriſtianity, and who have the opport 


nity, and hilp of the Holy Scriptures of the Old al 
New Teftamcrt, &c. Anſw. What he calls thiþ 


true State of the Queſtion is denied by thengye j 


pirticularly by S. F. ( Stare of the Caſe, p. 11, 


to be any Queſtion at all, as well as that it i 
againſt our known Principle, to call in Queſt 
on the Neceſſity of the Faith of Chriſts Deatl 


and Sufferings, where the means of having itÞ.fi 


is atiorded. 

What C. Puſ.y relates from p. 24, to 28. 
KeithTerms baſe Inſinuatiors againſt him, about i 
inelue Revalutiuns, and telling ſome Stories, 
cf wich arc, if we will believe G. Keith, 
ſolutely falſe, and that little that js true, not fait 


ly nur duly related, and for which 0 Proof is brou\hgy; 
| 7 
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Pe- Nour bis onn forfeited Credit, &c. p. 8. Anſw, 
rift This is too general. What are thoſe Stories ? 
Y 4 Which of them abſolutely falſe ? Which in Part 
ant firne? And in what Part true, in what unfairly 
am, frelated ? If the Friend have forfeited bis Creait, 
mill am ſire G., Kei: goes not the way to gar 
de fliis, However one of the Relations I (hall 
forfkanſcribe, which was, * That G. Keith told 
Ebenezer Slocam cf Rhoad Iſland, as he affirms, 
lle)Feo this purpoſe, That it was Gods great Mer- 
Welffcy to the Febuſitesr, Amorites, and Hittites of 
100!$01d, in that he deftroycd them ſo much at 
; fFance by the 1/raclires, for that by ſo doing, 
their Souls might be ſooner come into the Bo- 
theYties of the Fews Children, and ſo conſequent- 
r i}; become the ſooner to be Members of the 
eabFyifible Church, &c. See Modeſt Account, p. 
ro uy, If this be one of the Stories he hath oughr 
o%4Þiterjal to obje&t againſt, it had highly behoved 
| alin, inſtead of paſſing it over in ſilence, to have 
s thiffeclared whether falſe in the whole, or in Part : 
heGer if this be true, his leaning to the Doftrine 
. 11-Ff the twelve Revolutions, is undeniable ; as 
it ell as his ſliding ſo lightly over it, gives a 
velifrong Preſumption, that he hath ſpoken to 
Xa Effect. 
18 W-His next Eſſay to clear himſelf from having 
adicated us and our Doctrine to C. Mather 
8. Oh New England, is as unſucceſsful. He faith, 
EY was before that Party roſe up againſt him in 
anſilvania to oppoſe the ſame Dottrine he delive- 


b, #in bis Printed Books — that he was aſtoniſht to 
: farpibow ſuddenly they turned againſt the very ſame 
%% Irine, after W. Stockdate had accuſed bir 


of 
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of Prexching two Chriſts — and finding G. White, 
head and W. Penn to favour and fupport the 
he feund ſufficient eauſe to change his Judgme 
concerning th:ſe Men, p. 8, 9, Anſw. This will 
not ſhelter him, for bis complaint againſt W 
Stockdale ( which had had a hearing befor 
Friends, and they for the molt Part excuſed 
and defended him, as G. Keith alledgethſoc 
was by himſelf again laid before Friends of th 
Miniſtry at their Yearly Meeting in Pexrfils 
ia in the ſeventh Month, 1691. See Plea, pi 
2, and 3. whereas the-Book in Anſwer to (Wt 
Mather ( called Serious Appeal) was Printed 
no, 1692. This ſhews as if the Man wou 
boggle at nothing to excuſe himſelf, who hifi 
in that Book defended our Frien4s in | 
as well as here from being Herctical or Bld 
ptemons. Alike ſucceſsful is he in what he allec 
eth againſt G, Whitehead and W. Fenn: jF 
thoſe very Books out of which he and-other 
(in their Book called Chriftian Faith) baſk 
bronzht inſtances to convince our Oppoſlers( 
the ſoundneſs of our Principles, bath G. Kei 
ſince offered to prove unſound in thoſe ver 
Principles. This is not changing his Judah 
ment of Men only, but even ot Books. 
AE: His next Paragrzph p- 9. 1s about the Dijnt & 
*% 9 Aringof the Revolntions, in which he dodgalhi K 
extrcamly, one while repreſ-nting it as ludſfir 
which from two Paſſages out of G. Fox, in 
one he mentions neither Book nor Page, Wrec 
ſaith it is #2 ſome of his Printed Books in tne 
otizer he gives the Book ( viz. the Fourndyj G, 
| and not the Page, he ſaith bath occaſioned ſors? 
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hiteo think G. Fox favoured the Revolutions, ard 
themhids, but 1 do xot ſay be did ( Query, Did he 
ember know he did not?) Which ſhews the Man 
s willioth not know what he wonld be at; for if 
t Wit ſufficient, from his lame Quotations to fa- 
efor@en that Dorine upon G. Fox, why did he 
culering them ? Another while he renders it a 
zethMiveſtion, Whether the Diſciples did not bold that 
of thiſuirine, that ſaid Maſter, who hath ſinned, this 
fuer or bis Servants, | he ſhould have ſaid Pa- 


'&, pints ] that be was born Blind, and adds, many 

r Places of Scripture there are on which he 
d Anybe as much and much more query concerning the 
voulw!utions, as any Expreſſions he bath mentioned 
0 hainive. But all this is trifling, if he can prove 


Doftrine of the Revolutions by Scripture, 
Blthim avow it to be his, and do ſo. te who 
lledfſk told us, that it is only ſafe to keep cloſe 
: ;FagScripture Words and Terms,will he not do 
xthefbimſelf ? But what the Friend offercd, to 
) have that Notion to be his, G. Xeih gives 
ers but in a general Reference to p, 24, 25, 
Kel, of the Friends Book, till he comes to the 
 veſſflance of an Indian and poor Infant, Now C. 
voghy in his p. 25, 26. had argued thus, © If 

y could not periſh, though they dyed with= 
> Domet Faith and Knowledge, and yet that Faith 
ddd Knowledge is abſolutely neceſſary to pe: fe# 
S ifeir Salvation, where muſt they have that 
intith and Knowledge, unleſs ehey come again 
e, Wreceive it? And if they do, what will be- 
n iÞe of that Text ( Eccle/. 11.13.) brought 
wml G, Keith againſt the New- England Profel- 
{ ſoF5? Now according to this Text, brought 
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© by G. Keith himſelf, if an honeſt Indzan 
© poor Infant, dye or fa!l without that ou a 
£ ward Knowledge, ſo they muft lye. Ag 7 
* then if they cannot be perfeCtly ſaved wit / 
© out it, then their lying muſt be but as Soulf # 
* faved in Part, and that to be their State for # 
* over, becauſe, as they fall, ſothey lye. Thy n 
far C. Puſey which G. Keith wholly ware h 
quoting only from [ If an houeſt Indian, TY f 
and goes no farther than the Word (. outway of 
Knowledge ] which yct it had become him or 
have anſwered, it he could But what he da D 
cite, he is ſoon weary of, and catching at Wh * 
Term outward Knowledge, having left out wi P 
would have explained 1t, he faith, / never gan 
firmed tie abſolute Neceſſity of an outward K 

ledge, univerſally ro Salvation, beſides that pr 

ly all Knowledge 15 inward,and not on!ward,the 

Jett of ut being the Mind and Underſtanding that 
inward, Anſw. This is poor ſhifting, I mig 
as well ſay, all Knowledge properly is expt 
not implicite, what is implicice being hidd: 
not revealed or made known ( kepe ſecret, 
himſelf phraſ: th it ) but he plaies upon Wo! 
to ſlide off from the Matter ; for the Mil 
hath ground him. He knows the Knowle 
they were treating of, was ſuch as G. K: 
himſelf defined to be neceſſary to the perfil 
ing S-lvation, a Knowledge &. Kezh hath 
lowed they had not, when living ; and tigyet 
the Reader would have perceived, had not (mo 
Keith curtailed the Quotation : And thereltha 
his Cavil is as idle as evaſive. Ma 
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an od Having thus toſſed off the Friends query and 
- out argument, he betaketh himſelf to retorting* 


Arg 1 rerurn bis own query (faith he) upon him to an- Page, 10. 


with] ſwer> What becomes of them when they Dye, ſees 
ul ing wi: bout being Born ag ain, there is no emtring 

e for 10 the Kingaom of God, and what becomes of 
Thil mary Quakers, and others, that before they dyed, 
waned hed 1:0 ſigns that they were arrived at that high 
, ®]] fate of Synles perfeltion, a5 attainabie by the Grace 
1twail of God in this Liſc. And 29cs, Ler bim tell me, 
him} or any for him, what becomes of ſuch when they 
ie da Dye, and I may give him the like Anſwer, or ſome 
at i ktter, what becomes of hoc} Indians, when they 
t wi Dye, Þ. 9. 10. And then he would make up 
ver dan Anſwer for us, which yet he corfeſſeth, 
Kny ue blame when given by others (ſo ready is he 
progjto beſpatter us at any rate) as if they who 
the ſh ve in m—_— Santtified, &c. Arc made perfett 
thallin Holineſs at the inſtant of Death, &c, But 
nie we have no need to recurr to this Notion, 
-xptd) that of Purgatory or of Revolntioniſm to de- 
1iddd fend our Principles, though he ſem at laſt 
ret, {willing toallow, it is not altogether improba- 
World ble, ſaying, It hath the ſame Probability in the one 
Mill] Ca/e, 4s the orber, to llide himſelf off from the 
leg imputztion of Revolutioniſm. Ard although 
| Kafſhe hath fo frequently ſtigmatized us, as de- 
xrfe} ayers of the univerſal benefit accruing to man= 
ath I kind, by that one offering of our Lord Jeſus 
id tif yet I ſhall tell him, that even herein we aſcribe 
not | more thereto than he doth, who acknowledge 
erefal that the Penitent, who Dye not arrived to that 
Maturity, which a more full improvement of 
their Talent mought lave produced, receive 
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an advantage by Chriſts Death and Sufferingy, 
viz, That aPropitiation is thereby made for their 
Sins, and not for theirs only, but alſo for the 
Sins of the whole World, 1 John 2. 2. SOthat 
they Dying in a ſtate of Salvation, and Reno 
vation, their Sins are blotted ont, As, 3. 1g. 
which none of the finally obdurate and impe- 
nitent, partake of: So that there is no necel- 
ſity of Pleading for Sin, Term of Life, or for 
a Purgation at the inſtant of Death, in Pur. 
gatory, or a Succeeding Revolution, but on bin 
(the Advocate) is help {aid, Pſal, 89. 19. Thu 
he may* ſee I do not ſhift and boggle in my 
Anſwers, my cauſe being ſuch as is got aſhamed 
ro ſhcw its Head, whatever his is, that drive 
ſucha man-as G. Keith (who ſo overvalues him- 
ſelf upon his School. Learning, ard fo under- 
values others for want of it) to ſuch mean and 
Pitiful Subrerfugecs, 

C. Puſcy having fhewed him a Contradt 
Tien, in one while ſaying, That which riſethu 
rhe Mortal that pus on Immortality and the Cur- 
rutible that putteth on Incorrupticn, and again, 
The Fl:ſh that is Mortal and Corruptible, 1s net 
;bat Fleſh, that ſhall be raiſed »up J»mortal and 
Iucorruptible (Ste T:ftimony againſt that abſurd 
Opinion, P. 3. and 10.) © If that which riſeth 
© be the Corruptible, how is it that that which 
© riſeth is Incorruprtible, and Corrupteth not 
© again ? Thus far the Friend to which G, Keith 
replies, He quarrels or ſo much with me, Th 
rhe Scriptures, 1 Cor, 15. 53. and v. 50. 2n- 
ſwer, What Pax! ſpeaks of the BoGics ſown, 
G, Kit? applies to the Bodies raiſed, that he 

might 
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might make the Scriptures as ſelf-Inconſiftent, 
as himſelf is: It was ſown in Corruption, in 
Diſbonour, t%# Weakneſs, a Natural Body ;, raiſed 
in Jucorruption, nn Glory, in Power, a Spiritusl 
Body ; See, v. 42,. 43, 44, But Paxl doth not 
fay, That which riſeth is the Mortal, and then 
2gain, T he Fleſh that is Mortal, &c. Is yot 
the Fleſh that ſhall be raiſed Immortal, as G- 
Keith hath done, 

To Vindicate his other aſſertion, viz. That 
which riſeth is a pure, Noble part that Conſumeth 
not, he bringeth in the Similitude gf 4 Gram of 


Corn, p. 11, thus, AY but Fools and Idiors know, pyge, in. 


that as thre is a Grain of Corn that Corrupteth, 
and turneth to Earth or Duſt, ſo there is another 
part init, that 1s more noble, that Corrupteth nor, 
but by the Corruption of the other part— Gets 4 
new Life. Anſwer, This Simile will not hold, 
even among them that are not Fools & Idiots, 


-| for that very noble part may -Corrupt, and 


the Induſtrious Husband Man have no Crop, as 
G. Keith himſelf, who is neither Fool nor Idiot, 
allows, in the very ſame page. Again, that 
more noble part in the Seed, is proper to the 
Seed, as Seed : And the leſs noble is a neceſſary 
Appendix to the more noble, which is not ſo 
in this Caſe, G Keith kimſelf being Judge. 
For Man had a Body before the, Fall, that Bo» 
dy had its radix (elſe how could it multiply 
its Speices, according to G Keith in Trath Ad- 
vanced, p. 28. ) the which Bocy G. Kejth ſaith, 
was not Naked before the Fall, ibid, p. 24. 
On the other hand the Skin and Fleſh of this 
Frail, Mortal aud Corruptible Body, he faith, 

ls 
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15 not proper to Man as Man,but a Cloathing he 
received ſince the Fall, See, ibid. p. 113. and 
27. But is this predicable of a Grain of Corn? 
So that all his noiſe of Seddxceiſm, Atheiſm, 
&c. Terminates in a diſpute whether the 
Man's Cloaths ſhall riſe or no? viz. That 
which, according to him, is not proper to Man 
as Man, not ſo much as to his Cloathing be- 
fore the Fall, but was added by means of tranſ- 
greſſion ? A Reſurre&ion of the Body, of ſuch 
a Body as God ſhall pleaſe to give, we own, 
and that hegknows full well; but his uncer- 
tain, Wavering, Notional, Abſurd, Incongru- 
ous, and Unſcriptual Expofitions we reject (as 
particularly what he ſziq even now, that that 
which riſeth is the Mortal, and yet again, that 
which riſeth is @ pure noble part, that conſnmeth not) 
and this makes him uneaſy. 

AS a further Indication of his inſtability, let 
us hear what trae Philoſophy, right Reaſon, and 
ocular Experience teacheth, as himſelf giveth it 
us, viz, The Generation of one thing followeth 
the Corruption of another, yet there is ſomething 
in the new Generated thing, that was in the old 
Corrupted thing, &c. Whence I query, Whe- 
ther this SOMETHING in the new generated 
thing, which was in the Old Corrupted thing, 
be that which riſeth 4orral and Corruptible, 
as he ſaid even now ? For if Mortal and Corrup- 
tible,how comes it to be apure noble part, which 
conſumeth not, nor corrupteth, with the old 
Corrupr:d thing ? Are theſe Terms converti- 
ble? Thar predicable of the one, which is 
of the other? Or is it not rather ademon- 
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ſtrationg that in ſtead of being taught by true 
Philoſophy, &c. He is now Plunged into the Dutch 
of Philoſophy, as he called ir, whence this blind 
Leader of the Blind cannot help himſelf out? As 
well as that theſe Sentiments,whereby the Fleſh, 
Blood and Bones are Termed the Old Corrup- 
ted thing, that the New Generation hath not; 
bur only SOMETHING that, was in it, (The 
Fleſh that is Mortal and Corruptible, being by 
him denied to be the Fleſh that ſhall be raiſed 


wp Immortal and Incorruptible, p. 10.) do-no 


ways accord with thoſe of thoſe, whom he 
now appeals to, againſt us ; and would ſhel- 
ter himſelf among, for they aſſert the Reſur- 
recion of the fame Body of Fleſh, Blood and 
Bones, that Dyed and was laid in the Grave; 
he here denieth it. So that afcer all his quar- 
relling with us, rendring us Atheiſts, Saddu- 
cees, &c- And Labouring to Provoke the Go- 


' yerament againſt us, to ſuppreſs @ur Books; 


himſelf is no leſs Erroneous and Heretical (while 
abiding bygwhat he here faith) to their re- 
ceived Opſhion of the ReſurreQtion, than we 
are, when our bclief is rightly ltated. , 

Upon G. Keith his diſtinftion of Commuta- 
tion and Tranſmutation, with reſpe&t to Body 
and Soul, the Friend argues, firſt, with reſpe& 
to the Body, thus, © If the Corruptible be laid 
© aſide, and that which Corrupteth not, but is 
© ſeparated (as G, Keith ſaith) in about a Years 
© time, more or leſs, and laid by divine Pro: 
© vidence in ſome ceriain Inviſible place, till 
© the Reſurrection; How then doth it receive 
F the change meant by him in the Text, at = 
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* RefurreCtion ? viz. If it be Incorruptible 
© before the ReſurreQion (for he ſaith, it Cor« 
& rupteth not) and the Change muſt be a Tranſ- 
* mutation from one thing to another ; muſt it 
' © not then needs be from an Incorruptible Bo- 
* dy ro an Incorruptible Body, and what change 
* is that? Forif it be a Tranſmutation, what 
© is it which is Tranſmated Q It cannot be the 
* noble and pure part, becauſe the Apoſtle 
6 ſaith, /t 5s our Vide Body, and according toG, 
6 Keih, .it cannot be that which Corrupteth, 
© becanſe he faith, That which riſeth, Cor- 
© rupteth not, Thus far C. Paſcy Þ. 32. 33. 
which G. Keith gives not his Reader, though 
he makes his perverſe inference therefrom, 
ſaying of his Opponent, He cannot conceive how 
tere can be an Incorruptible part lodged or placed 
in the Corruptible Body, and how the Body can 
have any Incorruptible part in it before the Reſur- 
yeFion, &cF® To which I[ anſwer, The debate is 
not about an Incorruptible part, being lodged 
in a Corruptible Body ; but what ghat is that 
is changed, whether the vile Body, or that 
which Corrapteth not ; and again,whether ſee- 
ing a Tranſmuration mut be from one thing to 
another, what Change is that, from an Incor- 
ruptible Boty to an Incorruptible Body ? So 
that he hath, to avoid the force of the argu- 
ment, not only not given the Citation, but 
miſ-ſtzreq it, and then inſults, ſaying; ſhall I ſend 
him to his Mill, or own Trade of Grinding, or 
Sawing Timor, for further Inſiruttion? And yet 
this Miller hath ground him ſo, he cannot 
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And therefore, in the next place let us ex- 
amine G. Keith his Philoſophy, When a Man 
eateth Corn with the Huh, and ſwalloweth dows 


at leaft a good quantity of the Husk or Bran, to- 


gether with the Food that is mixed with it, doth 


the Hutk become any Part of his Body ? Or rather, 
doth it not belong to the excrement, with other 


groſs parts of the Food, ſaith he, 'p. 12. I an« Page, 12. 


fwer by way of retortion, the Swine that feed 
on Husk only, and. the Prodigal Son who 
did the like; if all went into excrement, and 
none into nouriſhment, what did they live on ? 
He ſaith again, 1s there not in all Food one mare 
noble part that becometh net excrement, but is 
Tranſmuted into real Fleſh, in Man? But the 
Husk being not allowed by him to be the 
more noble part, 1 ask, What is Tranſmu- 
ted into real Fleſh, where the Food is only 
Husk ? Yet he ſo values himſelf upon his Ex- 
crementitious and Huſky Philoſophy, that hence 
he further argues, Did ngt what our Savior Ext, 
turn into bis ff Fleſh, «nd become Incopruptitle ?— 
And was not bis Body of Flelh yet further changed 
after his Reſurretlion ? &c, And then he tells 
us for whoſe ſake be Traces this Ignorant Man 
(as he calls his Oppenent ) of whom he faith, 
It might ſeem like caſting Pearls before Swine, thas 
ſo dares 10 tread under his dirty Feet, ſacl pre= * 
cions T'ruths of Scripture ; not for bis, and bis 
Sadducean Fraternity's (as he miſcalls Friends ) 
but for others, who he hopes will gather then: 
u?, and value them, for the worth of them, Vo 
which I ſay, They mult not be very vel:abie 
themſelves; who gather up, and value vp ſuch 
tiusLy 
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Husky Notions. Again, Iquery, Whether that 
Food (that according to G. Keith, was turned 
into Chriſts real Fleſh, which Fleſh was fur« 
ther changed after the ReſurreQion, and be« 
came Incorruptible, as G. Keith ſaith) be the 
ſame in ſubſtance, that it was before the 

change, and when Corruptible, ? 
Now I come to what the Friend ſaith, in his 
P- 33. with reſpet to the Soul, *As for the Soul 
© (faith he) it was 8a Spiritual ſubltance in its 
© ſelf, before its SanRitying, as after (ſo is not 
© the Body) fo that ſuch a change is ſurely RA- 
* THER a Purification than a Tranſmutation, 
* even as the waſhing of a Body beſmeared with 
© Dirt, when cleanſed, is a Purification, and not 
© a Tranſmutation. Upon which G. Kerb, 
quoting only from where he ſaith [| a change 
is ſurely } thus hath ir, Bur ſtill this Ignorant 
Freſumptuoms Man runs himſelf raſhly upon the 
ſharp Pricks, Formerly he hath Laboured in vain 
ro deſiroy the Felicity of the Body of a Saint, 
and now he Labvurs as much in vg, to deftroy 
the Felicity of his Soul, that ke makes the Work 
of Regeneration in the Soul of Alan, to be nothing 
elſe but a Purification from $1n, as when a Body 
beſmeared with -Dirt, 1s cleanſed, that is a Puri« 
fication, and not a Tranſmutation, I never heard, 
%0r read ( ſaith he) a more Ignorant and Non- 
Tenſical Aſſertion, Anſwer, Nor I, a more bold 
Forgery : For where doth the Friend Labour 
to deſtroy the Felicity of either Soul or Body ? 
Where doth he make the work of Regenera- 
tion NOTHING ELSE but a Purification, 
Gc. Though he faith, it ts RATHER fo, 
than 
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than a Tranſinutation, which was G. Keith's 

raſe? He needed not therefore have que- 
ried ( as he doth p. 13.) What 1s this but t0 
make the Souls of the Saints, nuthing but ſo many 
Tabulz Raſz, Waſhed Tables without any bean- 
riful Colours, or lively Portraiture on them ? Is 
then the Image of God in the Saints no poſuive 
thing, but a freedom from Sin, or a Negation of 
it? Is Holineſs nothing but a Negation of unholt- 
meſs, &c? Nor to have added, O wretched Ig+ 
worance! And O Lamentable ſhame that falls up- 
on the Second Days Weekly Metting of the Peo» 
ple called Quakers, for approving ſuch Antichrs- 
fian Doftrine, &c, For as the Friend did not 
deby, that man afcer his Reſtoration becometh 
really Holy, and hath a divine Image, the 
Image of the Heavenly ſtamped upon him, e- 
yen ſo that the Soul hath the [mpreſſion there- 
of, which yet may be, without change of ſub- 
ſtance: So G, Keith himſelf, as little Char i- 
ty as he vſeth to have for us or him, ſecms 
to allow C. Fuſey will not ſtard to it, upon bet- 
rer Conſideration, which ſhews G. Keuh hath 
been fighting with his own ſhadow all this 
while, who thus goes on. 

But if on better Cenſideration be be aſhamed of 
bis raſh aſſertion [is G. Keity aſhamed of his 
falſe Charge ? ] and come ro acknonledge, that 
the Sou! by Regeneration, not only 15 purified from 
Sin, but wonderfully Changed aud transformed, from 
Natural or Animal, to Spiritual, fron Eartoly 
[ls the Soul Earthly ?} t Heavenly, and yet 
the ſame in ſubſtance, /o: him acknowledge tha? 
the mighty Power of God, through Chrijt 
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hath thus Changed the Soul, retaining the ſan 
Subſtance, can and will change the low Body of 
4 Saint, and faſhion it like the Glorious Boay of 
Chriſt, &c, Anſwer, As he miſapplies wha 
was ſaid by Panl, of ths Natural Body, to the 
Change or Transformation of the Soul; ſo neis 
ther do his Parallels hold : For the Soul that 
is Immortal, is of nearer affinity to Spiritual, 
than the Mortal which pats on Immortality, I k 
and the addition it receives of Beauty and Glo. | 
ry, do not Change its Subſtance : But what is | 
this to the vile low os Corruptible Body, fl: 
Which is as diametrically oppoſit to Glorions {0 
and Eternal and Incorruptible, as any thing fl 
can be? Can that be changed into Incorrup. 
tible and Spiritual, and yet the ſubſtance the o 
ſame, as when corruptible, Fleſhly and Mor. ft: 
tal? * $5 
This indeed he would fain have us grant, Ir 
and in the next Paragraph pretends to demon. {#1 
ſtrate, bow a natur :! and Corruptible ſubſtance hath Pf 
been Changed into a Spiritual one, «he ſhould have [* 
added, and yet the ſubſtance not Chanzed, for |'* 
that is the matter in debate, and whereupon 
C. Puſey hath compared his Notion as equally fri 
Contradi&ory to Reaſon, with that of 1 ran- 4 
ſubſtantiation. However he attemprs to prove | 
it thus, The Food which our Saviour rectived in 
to his Body, was it not before he received it, Cor- 
raptible ? ſaith he, and anſwers, Tea, ſurely i | 
Was, and what part of that Food became part of 
his Body and Fleſh it was turned or changed into 
Incorruptible, &c, Þ. 13. 14: Anſwer, I did 
obſerve (though I tave not noted it before) 
that 
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that in Truth Advanced, p. t 19. he ſaid, The 
inferior Creatures, by a ſort of innate appetite and 
deſire, encline to be joyned unto Man, as their 
Head, and to be his Food, that ſo they may at- 
tein to their Per{eition and Reſtoration in bim, 
which they cannot attain unto otherwiſe : But | let 
that paſs then, having ſtore of a»ſurdiries be- 
fides to load him with, yer now he having ta« 
ken a larger ſtep, to embody them with the 
Heavenly Man, the Lord from Heaven, ſhall 
ſhall I not fay with a cauſe ( as himſelf did bur 
lately without a cauſe) O wretched Ignorance | 
0 Lament able ſhame | He that tells the Friend, 
that 4s 4 Shooemaker goes beyond his Laſt, fo he 
= bis Sphere of knowledge, What becomes 

our Maſter of Arts now ? Had he not better 
have kept to his employ, of teaching of School- 
Boys, than thus to go beyond his Sphere of 
knowledge, as to draw ſuch Inferences, which 
would fetch in the very Beaſts of the Feld, 
Fowls of the Air and Fiſh of the Sea, to 
become part of Chriſts Body and Fleſh in Hea- 
ven ? 

A ſecond thing I obſerve in that very Pata- 


zraph, p. 14. is, that he cites alice of Indepen= 
dnt Avent, P. 17, Which he affigns to G. White- 
izad as the Author of, to prove that the Bo- 
dy of Chriſt js at preſent an Incorruprible Sub 
tance, The words I find in ſaid Paze to be 
thus, © Seeing we have always believed and 
"confeſſed th; Immortality and entire bcings 
' of the Sonls of all oth:r men, it muſt needs 
f be evidently unjuſt to accuſe us with denying 
[the Manhood of Chriit, or Jeſu; of Nazare'hy 
k £0 
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© to have a heing both as to his Soul and Body, 
Aud ſeeing G. Keith hath Read this, and there» 
by perccived that tie Divine exiſtence of 
Chriſts Manhood in Heaven was ſo fully ac- 
knowledged, what a kind of Man muſt he þe 
ro inlinuate the contrary againſt G, White 
head. 

The Friend having ſhewed that G, Keith had 
aſſerted, that rhe groſſy pare (called by Paul Cor- 
ruption) 5s not proper 10 fan as Man, nor n 


proper part of Mans Body, and the other part Cor- |, 


rupteth not, argueth thus, * How then is it ſaid 
© of David that hs ſlept with his Fathers and ſan 
© Corruption, and of Job, I have ſaid of Corrip- 


© tion, Thou art my Father? &c, And how isþ; 
* Man in Scripture, called Corruptible Man? 
See his p. 32. This G. Keith calls Wranglirg þ; 


and Quibling from hjs own groſs Miſunderſt ar ding 
of ſome places of Scripture [but he doth not en- 


form him better, though he adds] if he wil; 


take theſe Scriptures ſtriftly and literally, he muſt 


as much conter.d againſt the Immortality of the Soul, 
as the Reſurrefticn of the Body, &c. But why ſo! 
Doth G. Keith manifeſt wherein ? Or give &-| 


ny proof tht theſe Scriptures are not to be 


taken ſtrictly and Jitterally ? Nothing leſs þ 


They were pat and argumentum ad hominem t0 
him, the cnervating whereof he ſhifts by huf- 


fing. What he adds of the -ortal Body of Man [; 


bring truly ſaid to be Corruptible, becauſe it con- 
fijts of two Heterogencons parts, the one noble, the 


other ignoble, to wit the (usk, Droſs or Cortex, | 


and after the Separation of the Noble from the 
igroile, is not Corrupt, &c. Is not ad rem. The 
queſtion 
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queſtion is not about Husk, Droſs or Cortex, 
buc of what was proper to Man as Man, whe- 
ther that Corrupts, and how David could be 
faid to ſee Corruption, or Job, that Corrup= 
tion was his Father, &c. If nothing of Man 
as Man be Corrupt, the which he hath rather 
ſought to evade than anſwer. 

The like the Friend urged from G, Keith's 
fying, The Man-Eaters may eat the groſs part 
if Mans Body, yet that more ſubtile and Inviſible 

rt, they Cannot eat, asking, © What is this 
but to ſay, the Man-caters may eat Mans 
Body, but they cannot eat the ſubſtance of 
Mans Body ? p. 34. 35. This G. Keithjnever 
ites, yet infers from ir, that he would with 


* $# devouring Throat Eat or Swallow up tht Reſurres 


wm of the Body, which ſhews G. Keith is bers 
Skilled in the Art of Railing than diſpniing 
knows who called that 4 Black Arr once, 
ith ſomething more 1 may chance to put him 
1 mind of, before we part (ſee Way Caſt up, 
. 169.) Beſides C. Puſey d1d not ſeek to Swal- 


' Þw up the Dotrin= of the ReſurreCtion of the 


body, but to detect his explication, as un- 
und and unfſcriptural, as well as Contradi- 
tory 

Bat how doth it appear that his Opponent 
mth with Atheilts ana Sadducees in arguing as = 
winſt the Reſurrettion of the Body (being the ſame 
ſubſtance) from the Man-Faters, as G. Keith 
arged him ? Do the Aheiſts and Saducees aC- 
nowledge there 1s a ReſurreCtion, yet not the 


be Fe in ſubtance ? Or doth not the one deny 


tre is a God, Heaven or Hell, aad the 0- 
T3 thef 
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ther that there is a Reſurrettion ( at all ) or 
gel, or Spirit, as in Atts 23,8. Are theſe Cale 
Paralicl?'Or is it not rather manifeſt that 6, 
K's Suggeitions are as falle, as they are n 
liciovs ? Who no longer ago than in the Ye 
1691. in his Book, called, Presvyterian and hff 
dependent Ch ches, tells his Reader, It 15 a 
torious falſe Charge, that we deny the Manhood 
the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, ard aſſirm, that as Mal , 
be is not in Heaven, or that we deny the Riſ, 
reftion of the Dead: Bat becauſe we deny thi | 
carnal C onceptions of the Reſurrefion, and hi 4 
us to Scripture Words, wich is moſt ſafe, th 
fore they have ſo velicd us, ſaith he, p. 22}, 
228. And the Caſe is the fame now bctury,, 
us and him, 

C.Puſ:yfurther ſaith in his p-35.* Is not thi 
*contrary to that common Underſtanding tig- 
© God hath given Min, as the Popiſh Dottrif* 
*cf Tranſ:bſtantiation.. For the Papiſts i 
*lhotga es to their Senſe, they eat the y bs, 
© Bread, it haviiig the very colour, the ſme.” 
*:he rilte and ſnew of Bread, yet the Subſtar,. 
© &f Bread they car not: So G. Keith boidg 
* itatti.cuzh Man-Ezters may eat the vilil 

> EP: of Mans Body, which is ſeen with ti, 
*ontaard Eyes, yet the Matter and Subllang - 
*,C M-ns Body they cannot cat, &c. This ( 

Kerb, thongh he gives us not the Friend 

Words, inveighs loudly againf, ſaving, Fr 
tris be moſt ronſenſically inferrs, that I afjirm 

A11.n-Eaters eat ibe accidents of Mans budy, Wf.. 

Again, I natier ſaid nor thought the Tan. Ea FF 

ers crly the accidents, Ec. This he Ten big 
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"O bling, partly from his groſs Ianorance, and 
w—_ rely from 1 "erver ſion ara Prejuaice of his 
_ = ah. thall I fxy of G. Kerth, who 
\ Yea © 110T the triends Wor 7s at all, yr foiſte 
- IB in, as ſaid by him, what there js nc: - Syl- 
—_ ble of in th? Book; n+ mention of acc - 7-5 
The Word not ſo much as named, for | ire 
Yiren almoſt the !:0'e Oo; har was {id there 
that Subj:& ? Whence came this, but from 
wuerſion and Prejad.ce of Spirit, not groſs 1g- 
"Face, for it was Gone wittmgly ? He goes 
, 1 diſtinguiſh:d berw;xt the Rad;x and princi- 
Subſtance of Mans Body, and the arcfſy Part 
which 1s frequently ſeparated from the noble w0- 
CTwee ile Part, by Chymical Operations. 411 iT, Thus 
. this makes two Subltances to Mins Body, and 
"_ Man- Eaters to be the C13 miſt; to mane this 
rifearation. But 1toppoiing th{ie Man-Eaters 
2s {;Þ. Ot the Body, till aficr 2 Tear mare or leſs, 
__ which time he allows ( Trwh Advanced, p. 
@ 17.) the Separation may be made brewixt the 
$ O8el and tbe droffy Part, do they then car Mans 

"dy? Or do they not? Or what is i: they do 

if that be not Mans Bo:ly ? And whereas 


Robbers thi ſwallowed down Goi:!, ard ea! it ? 
nlwer, The lInſt-nce is very remote, excent 
could prove they eat the droſly Parr, and 

#* the mere reiined behind trem, the! it had 
om ho. ſuited his Purpyſe, Bt what be jn- 
ay nces in [r0n, the Demon {tration is more ob- 
v3 Dus 3 Men d47 not cat lion, b: auſe they 00 
Ter izeſt it, but the Ottrich, th2t dincits it, 
2 aid to £2 fron. Query, VWhciher tic Sub- 
8 1 [*.cr:6c 
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back this Aſſertion, lie queries, P. 15, Wres Page r5. 
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ſtance of Iron, when eaten, the excrementit; 
'pus Part voided, and the more noble Part trai, 
muted into real Fleſh in the Oſtrich ( a Not. 
on he hath favoured in Þ. 12. and I have con 
mented upon ) be the ſame, as before it wz 
eaten ? And tohis laſt clauſe in the Paragraph 
viz, As every Body bath a diſtinft Seed, ot 
Radix of cuery Body is a diſt int Radix, | ſay, ift 
very Body have it's Ciſtin& Seed and Radix,the 
Man's Body before the Fall had ſo, and mu 
tiicre be a Radix to the Cloathes alſo? To ti 
Coats of Skins ( which he interpreteth, Tl 
Advanced, p. 27. to be the Skin and Fleſh « 
this frail, mortal and corruptible Body) t 
that which he ſaith, bid. p. 113. is not pr, 
per to Man as Man, and this ſuch a Radix, 
the Man-Eaters cannot eat with the drok 
and husky Part ? The Miller, whom he woul: 
ſera to his Mill, and cautioneth not to go k 
yord bis Sphear of Knowledae, is a better Phil 
ſorber than this comes to. 

Now after all his bluſter of Sadducees, Su 
dicean Fraternity, &c. he brings in his Oppo 
rent owning a Reſurreiton of Jujt and Un 
though to help himſelf off, he brands him wi 
great Hypecriſy, who being a prejudiced 2 
verfary, and offering no reaſonable Demon 
ſtration; I ſebwit ic to the Candid to mai 
their ]udgment of both of them, and fo lean 
it. Nor ſhall I now devate with him, wit 
ther the Prinive Chriſtians were come t1 ary ! 
ſult about what thrir Bedics ſhorld be * It is (i 
ci2nt, that he hath not detected us, wharer 
he would have Men believe concerning us, tt 
har 
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have deviated from the Faith of the Reſurre- 
Qion, or from Scripture Terms and Expreſſions, 
to which he hath ſaid it 1s only ſafe to keep 
in this and all other things, as hath been inſtan- 
ced. 

To C. Puſcys query, © If it was the common 
© belief of the Primitive Chriſtians, that the 
.yvery ſame Matter and Subſtance of this cor- 
© ruptible Body, ſhould be the Body that is rai- 
ſed, why ſhould any, among themſelves eſpe- 
© cially, have asked ſuch a nezdleſs Queſtion, 
© as with what Body do they come? G. Keith 
Anſwers, Such who athed that Queſticn, were 


d ſuch among them, that ſaid there was no Reſurre= 


tion of the Dead, 1 Cor. 15. 12. Arnſw, This 
is no ways deduceable from that Scripture, nor 
any other that I can find: For the Queſtion ask- 
ed ver. 12. was anſwered, and a new one rai- 
ſed ver, 35. to which in ver. 36. Paul replied, 
Thou Fool, &c. T he one ſaid there is no Reſur. 
retjon, th2 other diſputed inquiſitively about 
the Modus, or Minner of it, bow? And with 
what Body? And werediltinaly anſwered. So 
that in this G, Keith groſly errs, and needs 
Correftion, as he once told the Refor of Are 
r0p 

But the Tranſlation C with what Body J 
doth not pleaſe him, who ſeems to think well 
of nothing, but what himſelf hath a Hand in. 
He would have it, with what quality {| why not 
rather, what kind? ] of Boay, and adds, this 
their querying, was a fort of argutr'g againſt the 


thing it ſelf, p. 16. Firlt he impoſeth his own 7age 15, 


* 2 . , 
Verſion, then a Dogmatical Inference without 


I 4 P:cot, 


( 136) 


Proof, which as ſuch I reject, as I do alſo hig 


ſlander ag:in!t us, a lirtle below, that we ge 
againſt the Re ſurretlian of the Body it ſelf, from 
the AT as; mar of * 

Againſt C. P:{cy's having ſhewed G. Keith 
his cont: ior: Aflertions to be as liitie re- 
concileable to Reaſon, as the Popiſh Doctrine 
of Tranſubſtantiatio mn, G. Keith ailedgeth, that 
profe jj: rg to bold 1 Re ſurreEtion of the Boay, but 
:0t 0f —_ ſame Subſtance, falls in with the Fo, Jl 
Tranſub{Fantiation. Anjw. Surely to ſay, Ur s 
70 m0re 4 Body of Fleſh, Blood and Bones, but 4 
prire ethereal, or heaven Body, and yet that the 
Subſtance rem earth the ſame that it was on Earth, 
which G, Keith hath contclled to, P. 4+ is more 
like their DoQrine, who ſay, The Form of 
Bread remains, yet it is the real Fleſh and Blood 
ot Chriſt, than cur ſaying with the Scriptures, 
7 hor ſoweſt not that Body that ſhall be, but God 
giveth it a Body, as it bath pleaſed him, and to 
emy Scea its own Bay, 1 Cor. 15+ 37) 38. For 
2s he hath ſaid in another Place, we have pood 
C:mpary ( even the Apoſtle Pay! ) on our ſide, 
wWi):ci he bath not for himnſcif, 

What follows as a Charge againſt G. Whate- 
brad and W. Peni, ihat the Saints get the Res 
ſurreftion immediately «after Death, and that rhey 
both ergue againſt the Deceaſed Saints exeftng ary 
Reſ.rrition ; of the Body, &c. He not offer ing 
to-prove upon them, out of any of their Po ks, 
I ligitly paſs over, as knowing G. Keith too 
well, to truſt to his general Acculations, and 
them better than to Credit ſuch Evidence againit 
them. Nor fhali 1 engage ia what he further 

clicrs, 
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offers, Þ. 17- relating to their differences in P4ge 17. 


America, Wliereto ] am not Privy: Yet may 
fay, that a free and bold laying op*n of our 
Sufferings, when hardly and illeg-lly dealt with 
( as in the Caſe of W. Penn and W. Mead their 
Tryals) bears no Proportion to giving a Ma- 
giſtrate ill Language and provoking Terms, for 
we have no! ſo learned Chrif, Neither need G- 


Keith ask his Opponent, p. 18. a Proof, that Page 18. 


he 1s a an of a wrong Spirit? 2dding, What 
ove evil thing hath be proved againſt me n all his 
Book, eitner 4u Doftrine or Converſatim? For any 
that compares the Book and Anſwer tozether, 
in a 71ght Spirit, will ſee there 1s ſufficient to 
detect GC. Kiith to be of a wrong Spirit : And 
what 1s wanting there, himſelf hath made up 
ſiace, in birrerneſs, in envy, in reviling and ſlan- 
dering Gods Heritage, which I pray he may be 
ſeniible of, before too late. 

In p. 18. G. Keith makes a general Refe- 
rence to what C. Puſey gave ( ia ſeveral Pa- 
gcs) out of his Truths De/ence, p. 169, 170, 
171. And upon the whole faith, be remains in 
the ſawwe Mind ſtill, that he would have nathing 
urged, nor preſſed as Articles of Faith, but what 
is delivered to us in plain expreſs Scripture Words, 
which ( he faith) is the Suvſtance of tha? large 
Citation, Anſw, The Snbſtance of that Cita- 
tion was more commreticnive than fo, as who 
ſo pleaſe to read it in the Original cited above, 
may find, wherein he declares that Charity 
and rrakes thoſe Propolals of Concord with 
the otl;erwiſe Minded, as ſuits not with his 
late Ations. Yer from what he hath here gi- 

ven, 
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ven, as the Subſtance of that large Citation, 
the Friend ObjeCts, p. 53. that rþhis Advice 
comld not find Place with G. Keith, when ſo often 
fired, and queries, * What Uncharitableneſ 
Cis this, when we offer to expreſs our Faith | 
© in Scripture Words, for you tv ſay, we have 
© another Senſe than what we ſpeak, ſee his p. 
©$4. G. Keith makes Anſwer, Jt is falſe i 
him io ſay, that this was ſo often deſired, but could 
not find Place — 1 ſaid again and again, We ſhal 
take your Confeſſion in Scripture Woras, provided 
ye will condemn your Errors, that are contrary to 
expreſs Scripture Words — But this ( faith he) 
they would never do. And perhaps they held no 
ſuch Errors, as he charged them with, and fo 
had none to condemn, ſay I : However this 
being true, that ſuch an offer was made by 
Friends, and thus replied to by him ( which 
13 ſo far from never refuſing, that it includeth a 
refuſal, in tying them ro ſuch Terms, as no 
Innocent Man can comply with, without an 
implicit acknowledgment of Guilt ) the next 
thing l[ obſerve is, thit whereas his Opponent 
quericd, How kw ye that we have a Senſe co: 
trary to Scripture Words, G. Keith Anſwers, 
They have ſufficiently diſcovered it, not only by one 
or two unſourd Expreſſions, but Multitades of them, 
as their Letters, and Manuſcripts there, and the 
Printed Boks here,” ſaſficiently prove. Anſs. 
TT his Reference is wide enough: What is in 
their Letters and Manuſcripts there, we know 
not, Nor are we like, for ought I ſee, though 
he hath long threat: ed us with them? Again, 


what Piinted Books here, doth he mean ? What 
t5 
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is their Title? In what Page? Who the Au» 
thor ? Surely he thinks his Credit is great, that 
the Reader muſt take all from him, upon truſt, 
without Examination, But at length he comes 
to one particular Caſe, by which we may give 

a gueſs of the reſt, It js in hec verbs. 
We need go no further for a Proof ( ſaith he ) 
than the moſt groſs and Antichriftian Expreſſ1ons 
and Sayings of Caleb Puſey himſelf, in this very 
Treatiſe, for wherear je bath plainly affirmed P- 
15. ad finem, Thar Jeſus of Nazareth cannot be 
ſomething elſe than the Lignt, Power and Spirit 
within, Now can there be any thing more contrary 
ro expreſs Scripture, than this Aſſertion * Was not 
Jeſus of Nazareth a real Man, conſifting of Soul 
and Body, in whom the tulneſs of the Godhead dwelt 
bodily? — And 1s that Body, and that Soul, and 
that fulneſs nothing elſe bur tbe Light within us? O 
abominable Non. Fae, and Peryerſion, and Con- 
tr adittion 10 Scriyture, and all true Reaſon! Anſ. 
By that Time l have given C, P»ſcy his Words, 
I doubt not but to make appear that G. Keith 
is a Man nullins fide, not to be truſted : For 
this he calls a plain Affirmation, was but an In- 
ference or Deducion from what G. Keith had 
laid Cown, and no ways deſigned, as here al- 
ledged, to Ceny Feſus of Nazareth to be both 
God and Man. C. P:ey, p. 15, 16. thus hath 
it, *Seing G. Keith's Anſwer to R. Gordon, 
* implics, that the Lizhr, Power and Spirit 
© within, is Chriſt the or.ly Mediator and Sa- 
* viour, and that fo to aſſert is not to aſffert 
* another Chriit than Jeſ«: of Nazareth, then 
© ſurely Jeſus of Nazareth canuot be m— 
* elle 
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© elſe than the Light, Power and Spirit within, 
© bzcauſe Feſus of Nazareth is the ONLY Chriſt, 
© Mediator and Saviour, and SO is the Light, 
* Power and Spirit within acknowledged to 
* be. And if che fame, then not any thing elſe. 
Thus far C. Puſey, now where is G. Keith his 
Inference ? Where the Antichriſtianiſm ? Where 
the abominable Non-ſenſe, Perverſion and Contra- 
aifton to Scripture, &c? Wheredoth the Friend 
deny him to be a real Man, conſiſting of 
Soul and Body, or that he is our Mediator and 
Saviour? Nay if applicable to either of them, 
it muſt be to G. Kerth himſelf, whole the'Aſ- 
ſertion is not to C. Puſey for citing it, and 
arguing from it ad homizem. He that will ſo 
palpably abuſe a Man to his Face, as I may ſo 
ſay, when Evidence fo near to bz produced, 
what will he do behind his back? But p2rhaps 
he thought every Reader would not ſcan it, 
and lo it mi2hrt have paſſed. 

From G. Keih his having in that Book of 
Truth's Defence urged, that nothing ſhould he 
preſſed as Articles of Faith, bur what is deli- 
vered in plain Expreſlions of Scripture Words, 
the Fricnd put ſeven Queries to him, from p. 
$6, to 59. whercin hedemands expreſs Wards 
of Scripture for ſeveral of G. Kenh his Aller- 
tions, whereof G. Keith takes no notice ( cx- 
cept of the third Qucry, about the four hun- 
dred Pieces of Silver Abraham Purchaſes the 
Buryizg Place with, which I have remarked »n- 
der my ſecond Hz3d ) but gives him tix Q:c- 
ries, by way of Re:ortion. To which I ſoy, 
when he hath antwered thoſe Queries, ground- 


To 
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ed upon his own theſis, whereby he ought to 
be bound, I may give an anſwer to his, which 
as ſtated, are not our Principles, but his own 
unfair deduCtions. 

He goes on, p* 19. Though I remain ſtill in 
the ſame mind, that no Article of Faith ſhould 
be urged, on any, but what is Contained in plain 
expreſs words of Seriptnre, or ſo agreeable to ex< 
preſs Scripture, as the common ſenſe of all Man- 
kind, that hears Scripture words, muſt acknow- 
ledge, &c,-—Tet I ſee not nby I ſhould be ſo con« 
fined to expreſs Scripture words, tn things that I 
require n0 man to own or believe, as articles of 
Faith, &c, And towards th: bottom, For 
there are many things, beth in my Book called 
Trith Advanced, and in m.ny other of my Books, 
wherein 1 may poſſibly differ from others in Fudg 
ment, yet I leave them to their Liverty to diſſent, 
as I deſire to be left to my Liberty, to believe as 
] judge God hath p:rſuaded me. Anſwer, Was 
ving the additional Terms [ſo agreeable to 
expreſs Scripture, as common ſenſe, &c, ] 
wherein he is likely enough to make himſelf 
the Judge, what is and what is nor fo, I tell 
him, Of what kind many of his are, eve: with 
1efpeCt to Articles of Faith, hath in part been 
manifeſt, and have becn Communicated in ſe- 
veral parts of ti; my treatiſez yet we deny 
him not a Liberty to diſſent, as perſuaded in 
himſcif, ſo long as his Diſſent aff2&ts himſelf 
only, and hefts not quarreliom with us, ſtigma= 
tizing us as Aibci/is, Saxdaceer, Srdducean Fra- 
territy, &c, As he hath done, upon account of 
Coarines himſelf allows to be Articles cf the 

Chriſtian 


Page, 19. 


( 142) 

Chriſtian Faith, yet therein hath run wide 
from Scripture Terms and Expreſſions, ax hath 
been ſhewed., But we would, if poſſible, hold 
him to his own rule, that if it be only ſafe to 
keep cloſe to Scripture words and expreſſions, 
he ſhould do it, at leaſt in Articles of Faith, 
of which that of the ReſurreQion is one. © And 
in as much as he urgeth upon us, p. 39. That 
Scripture ( 1 Pet. 3. 15. ) of being ready to 
give an anſwer of the reaſon of the hope that 
isin us, ſurely it cannot be amiſy in us to 
demand the like of him, as well as to ſhew 
the reaſon of our diſſent from him, where we 
find bim incongruous' and abſurd, as well as 
Unſcriptnral. 


Page 209 What remains, Þ- 20. Being but a repeti- 


tion of his fermer Slanders, relating to the 
ſuſſitiency of the Light within, ſo excluding our 
Lord Feſus of Nazareth, his Death, Sufferings, 
&c. Prom being Concerned in our Salvation, ard 
his ſuggeſting our not owning Fuſtification by 
Chrifts Blood outwardly ſhed, as he offers no 
Proof, though he hath oft aſſerted the Con- 
trary on our behalf, I ſhall barely rejet them 
as falſe Charges, not deſiring to fatigue my 
Reader. And now for a cloſe of this part, 
G. Keith having fo often inſulted over his Op- 
ponent, as a Miller Philoſopher, one going beyond 
bis Laſt, bis Sphere of knowledge, who had better 
keep working at bis Miil, to bus own Trade of 
Grinding or Sawing Timber (See p. 5.12.15. &c.) 
I ſhall wind up theſe wich ſome few inltances, 
declaring what himſelf once thought and ſaid 


of that, whereupon he now ſo vals _ 
ol 
»& , 
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ſelf, as an indication, that even herein, the 
Man is changed from better to worſe. 

In his Book called, Help in rime of need 
(Printed Arno. 1665.) he thus faith, © Away 
with the education of Youth at Univerſities 
© and Colledges of Philoſophy, ſo called. I 
© may ſay of them, which Luther ftuck not to 
' call them in his Day, that they are the ſtews 
' of Antichriſt, p. 75+ 76. Again, Þ. 76. *And 
© the Philoſophy, ſo called, which is taught 
(them, is but meer Deceit and Pedantry, which 
' even I came to ſee, when among them— 
And towards the bottom, © 1 certainly know 
'the Human Wiſdom or Learning is one of 
'the MAIN Bulwarks of Antichriſt againſt 
'the Revelation, and ſetting up the King- 
dom of Chriſt in the Earth, and becauſe 
(this is ariling, and ſhall riſe, down muſt the 
tather go, and all who ſeek to uphold it, 
| ſhall fall therewith. Surely then G. Keith 
hath no ſuch great cauſe to vaunt himſelf o+ 
rer another, for his Skill in that Learning, 
which himſelf confeſſeth to be a main Bul- 
wark of Antichriſt, which muſt fall with its 
upholders; wherein G. Keith may- chance to 
lea truer Prophet againſt himſelf, than he is 
aware of, 

In his Book of Immediate Revelation ( Prin» 
ted Anvo, 1676. ) he ſaith, *Then dowa ſhould 
'all the PROUD, LORDING, LOFTY 
' CLERGY, with their many degrees of DO- 
'CTORSHIPS, LORDSHIPS and MASTER 
' SHIPS, paſs, who being Strangers to 'the 
'rrue knowledge—are vainly RY in 

Tnetr 


Pye, "ep 


( 144 ) 
© their Flefhly minds, by the form of know: 
© ledge in the Letter, 4s 1 wes my ſelf, whilſt 
© among them, and thought all Men /diot 
© and Unlearned, who were not Skilled in that 
© litteral knowledge ; but the Lord, by hi; 
© Grace, brought me to ſee the Vanity of 
© all that knowledge, &c. p. 137. But [now] 
it is bappen:d unto [him] according to the trut 
Proverb, The Dog is turned to bis own Vomit 4- 
Lain, &c. 2 Pet. 2. 22, And what God once 
brought him to ſee the Vanity of, is a- 

ain become his Glury, ſs that he again 
thinks ſuch co be Idiots and Fools, who are 
not Skilled in that Pedantry himſelt formerly 
was { and of Iate is) vainly puffed up by, 
though if he will believe himſelf ( Truths De. 
fence, P. 69. Printed einno. 1684. ) he hath 
no ſuch great c:uſe, for he there ſaith, * As 
© to my Learning, that 1s but very ordinary, 
© and a thing I neither can nor OUGHT to 
© glory in. His Learnirg [ ſhall not endeavour 
to debale: H's Glorying in it, and d:preti- 
ating others for want of it, whilſt hiafelf 
bath reprefented that kind of knowledge fo 
pernicious, is what drew me to offer theſe, 
which leaving with the Reader, I thus con- 
clude my anſ{iver to his Cavils againſt the Book 
ſtiled Moveſt Arcounr, and betake my ſelf to 
G. Keith's Poſiſcrip!, who thus introduceth kim: 
ſelf, p- 40- 

Ie mry feem ſtrange, how it comes to paſs (ſaith 
G. Keith) th. while ſo many pious and Learned 


Men are Fndged to be fourd in this Nation, not | 


only of the Church of England, but among the 
Difſenter1 


ſaith 
rned 
not 
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Difſemters and Non-Conformiſts, there are found 
ſo few among them all, that do imply their gifts 
to oppoſe ſuch Vile Errors, 45 are hold'y and as 
vowedly promoted among a ſort an SANG of the 
People called Quakers, not only as bad as ANY 
Popery, but MUCH WORSE than the WORST 
of Popery, in divers reſpetts, &c, Anſwer, 
What thoſe Principles of ours are, which he 
counts much worſe than the worſt of -Peopery, he 
is ſo far from proving upon us (though he 
exclaims as virulently, as the Fews of Old, 
who ſaid, Men of Iſracl help, This is tbe Mann 
that teacheth all men every where, againſt tht 
People, and the law, and tins place, Act. 21, 28.) 


| that he doch not ſ@ much as name them, 


The Papiſts DoQrine of Tranſubſtantiation, 
of Purgatory, of Invocation of Saints ( which 
is af lealt a tacit rejefting of Chriſts Mediators 
ſhip ) and their deifying the /irgin ary, as 
the Saviour of Mankind, with attributes to God 


. | and Chriſt, are (o bad in my Judgment, what: 


ever they are in. his, that chere need none 
worſe, And if our Principles had really bee 
much worſe than the worſt of theſe, methinks 


- I his Pious and Learned Men ( of ail Perlwa- 
Ions) ſhould not have been fo ſupine theſe 


40. Yeats, that they ne:d now to be ſtirred 
wp, to creep in at the Tail of an Apoſtates 
to do his Orudgery tor him, 2n4 that ſuch 
an One, Who n2t only makes fuch poor ears 
rings of it, bat ( perhaps for 25. Years tos 
gether ) hath defended ns and our Princtpl:s 
2ainſt them,. 2nd particula: ly in his Looking 
Glaſs for Proteſtants, Prints Arn. 157.4, £5 
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deayoureth to make it appear (as he gives out, 
in tle Title-Page) tat the Quakers are the tru 
eft Proteſtanis, becauſe ( as he there ſaith) their 
Teſlimeny agrecth with the Teftinony of the Aw 
tient Proteſt arts, in the moſt weighty things, &c, 
And whereas he denominatzth us a gang, I would 
fain know what Gang he is of now ? And I was 
going to put a harder Queſtion to him, what 
Gang, he intends to be of next, but that I be. 
lieve he cannot reſolve me, neither knowing 
his own Mind, nor who will truſt him, Yet by 
what follows, he bids fair for the Papiſts, as if 
he had an Aking Tooth after thern, 

I am Confident, faith he, if ſuch Antichriſtian 
Errors and Hereſies were but the TENTH PART 
ſe arowedly broachcd tn the City of Rome, or any 
where elſe in Popiſh Countries, theſe eſteemed Watch 
men among them, would be more alarmed 0 opjoſ: 
them, &c. Then moſt among Proteſtants do. There's 
a Box on the Ear for ſuch as will not be at his 
Beck. Methinks he rates kis betters, as if he 
had got a Benefice already: But ſtay, Ad bu 
tia ſeges in herba eſt, he muſt Iearn more Man- 
ners tO his BenefaQors, if keexpe& Promotion, 
who, if he be thus malapert now, what will 
tic be, when he hath caught the Fiſh. 

Now io make ſure Work of ir, he labours yet 
further to incenſe the National Afiniſters againt 
ns ( and agon the Civil Powers, yer would fain 
Men ſhould think, 1t 3s farr from him to deſire tht 
leaſt Sufferings to come on our Perſons or Eftates,as ie 
pretends inthe next Page : But as the Datchma 
ſays, Tit nact 30 verteals hp voeton heeft, 
ir goes as far as it hath Legs to ſtand on) in -_ 

er 
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der whereto, he layeth before them, That we 
have provoked ſuch 4s have differed from Hs, Oo pub- 
lick Diſpmtes Viva vocey ana have oft gloricd wer 
ther, who refuſed to anſwer ns, that their cauſe was 
Bad, $c, He knows who hath ſaid, Deceis 
lurks in Gererals ; Will he afſizn Time, Place 
and Perion, perhaps he may be anſwered, for 
Circumſtances of things much vary the Caſe. 
They may have detracted vs behind our backs 
Vivs vece, they may have infulted over us, when 
abſenr, &c. with more that I might inliſt on. 
But if he will accuſe, let him deſcend to parti- 
culars; till then wonder not ( Reader) that I 
reje& ſich Evidence. The Caſe with him, which 
Galls bim, and makes him wince fo, is that 
when he had defamed and falſly aſperſed us in 
Print, to which we ani{wered by Print, we could 
not be drawn to quit that Defence, by a Fiva 
voce debate, to which he had ſummoned us. 
Now not being gratified here, and weobjetting 
the inequitableneſs of ſuch a procedure, the tur- 
bulency of the Man- ( whercof this preſent Peſt - 
ſcript is a ſufficient {nication end the unſuira- 
bleneſs of the time, with reljett to the Publick 
Peace of the Nztion, he burits gut into this Ex- 
travagancy» as if he deſigned that Men of all 

Ranks (ſhould be It looſe npen us. 
In Order whereio he applies aimſclf in the 
next Place to the Civil Authority, telling them, 


P. 41. It would be ac:mmendable ans praiſe wore P14 4ts | 


thy thing, to enceurage ſuch 4 Praikice throughout 
the Nation, that /Acn of true Picty and Solid Learn- 
ing might beallowed ard connte: anced to refate ticſe 
vile and abominabl: Errors, of theſe chicf Lenders 

K 2 and 
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rd Teachers among the Qpakers, at the end of 
th:ir Meetings, &c, an to give Order, that all ſuch 
Books of them called Quikers, 4s can readily be found 
(43 great ſtore of ſuch there are, he ſaith) 1hat core 
rain ſuch vile and «bominable Errors ,&C. may be ſup- 
preſſed and winefſed againſt by publick Authoruy, 
Fr ſw. 1 doubt not but this Work wovld pleaſe 
him well, eſpecially if he might have an 1:9quiſe- 
rors place of it, whereby he n:ight both gratifie 
= hisrevenge againſt the Qakers,and alſo pick up 

ſome little income to help him againſt that rune 

ard want, which W. Pern his cal'ivg kim 4poſt ate, 

tended to expoſe him to, as kimſclt complains, 
Adwveriiſement, p. 4, Yet two things I would put 

kim in Mind of, firſt,that he even now Propoſed, 

tht with what meaſure we have met to others, 'Wich 

rae ſame to'mete to us again. Would he have becn 
willing to have been tis ſerved, by the Powers 

of ilijs Nation, when he termed P:ulacy <4 Limb 

of Antichriſt, and dccLired how he had vowed to God 
«74;nft it, which vow we have kejr ro (ſaith he to the 
Presbyterians) ye have frunk from (ſee Help in time 

of need, p. 37, 39. Printed Anno 1665.) or by a 
Presoyterian Miniſtry 8nd Magiftracy, whoſe Form 

6f Church Diſcipiune, Order ard Governmert, he 

hath repreſcrted (Ibid. p. 52.) nothing wpon the 
Alattcr bitter than the Epiſcopal, as well as told a 
Preacher of that Communion, he was better sk:l- 

{ra th the Art of Railing (a black Art to be ſureſaith 

— NG. Keith, to familiar to the Tribe of Black, Coats ) 
«dn in the way of Diſpuring (Way caſt up, p- 169: ) 
10th he think theſe are rot reputed Vile Errors 
and Slanders by the Mcn of that way on which he 
hat]@tluy reticcted ? And though perhaps he 

| would 
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would now tura both Coat and Colowr, and no 
more talk thus ſawcily of black Art, and Tribe of 
black Coats, provided he might be Dignified with 
ſome Eccleliaſtical Preferment; yer theſe are 
what he hath not yet rerratted at leaſt in Publick, 
as well as that | from hence Appeal to him, whe- 
ther he would have been ſo ſerved himſelf, as he 
now animates others to ſerve us ? The ſecond 
thing I would mind him of, 1s that this, however 
palliated by him, is Perſecution, for it excites the 
Mapiſtrate, not only to ſuperviſe, but alſo SUP- 
PRESS, what he ſhall call vile and abominable Er- 
rors,of which it makes bim Judge, which how ac- 
ceptable it would be to the Proteſtant Diſſen» 
ters in genera!, to have their Bopks thus come 
under the Scrutiny, and be liable to be expoſed 
to the judicial cenſure of their Antagoniſts, I 
lave to them to conlider. Yertl think it is obvi- 
ous, that the Buddings of Reformation, in any 
Age, were never due to ſuch Courſes, for it muſt 
ſuppoſe the Magiſtrate to be ſtill in the right, 
whether the Government be Papiſtical,Prelatical, 
Presbyterian, Indepenpent, Baptiſt, yea or Quakers, 
If that were ſuppoſeadle,as well that it had been 


a ready way to have ſuppreffed the ſpreading 
of the New T:ſtament,hy Jew and Gentile, in the 
irſt Promulgation of the Goſpel, and of tranſla- 
ting the Bible ſince the Reformation from Po- 
pery, itnot being to be doubted, but the Men 
ven in Authoricy were as likely to brand thoſz 
boly Writings,or the Tranſl:tions at leaſt, with 
 opprobrious Names, as G. Keith now beſtows 
bor us 3 and if they might have been allowed r@ 
b& both Judge and Jury, no Queſtion but they 

' would 
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would have madequick diſpatch, But that a pre» 
terded Proteſtant (yea one who hath valued him 
ſelf as a Quaker,for 33 Years together,and hath 
not as yet renounced the Name ) Goald adviſe 
the preſent Powers (who have given us a larger 
and better founded Liberty, than in the forego- 
ing Reigns) to ſuppreſs the Religious TraQts of 
ſuch, whom he once reputed as Brethren, and 
whoſe Do@rines he defended againſt them as 
Orthodox, for ſo many Years together, 1s What 
I need notaggravate : Ic ſpeaks for it ſelf. 

But the Occaſion of this Fury is ſoon explai- 
ned, viz. After he had been litigous in America, 
he or ſome of his Agents Laboured to Tranlmit 
the difference hither, by ſending over ſeveral 
Contentious Books of G. Keith's, which ſome 
Friends here, both deſiring G.-Keith might be 
reſtored into Unity again, and himſelf come to 
ſee and acknowledge hjs Evil therein, and alſo 
to prevent that differencedilating it ſelf to the 
ſcandal of our Profeſſion, and the ſtumbling of 
the weak, bought up ſeveral of thoſe Books, and 
kept them from being diſperſed. This is what 
he calls giving LARGE MONEY ( whom he 
compares us to, by the Expreſſion, is caſte to 
gneſs ) and this heats him to that degree, that 
he would fain irritate the National Clergy and 
Powers to Ciſturb our Meetings, as well as ſup- 
preſs our Books, who then might Scribble and 


SCribdvle again, and never be peſtered with Re- 
plies. 

Hence it is,that he is ſo clamorous againlt the 
Scond Days Morning Mecting at Lonon (to 


whom himſelf formerly(at ſome A 6" 
plic 
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plied himſelf, when he had Books to Print, par: 
ticularly, thoſe Books called Light of Truth, and 
Divine Immediate Revelation,were read and appro- 
ved there, as he confefſeth, p.5, and 22.) for he 
Gith in his p.3. They aſſume « Power 10 licenſe and 
approve of all Books that are to be Printed by any of 
their Party, and have approved this Book falſly cal- 
led a Modeſt Account, ard all the late ſcandalous 
Books of Tho. Ellwood and John Penington come 
forth againſt me [ Ay that's their crime,that they 
approve of Books, which deteRt him ] and claim 
Authority over all other Meetings (the Tearly Meet- 
ing perhaps excepted) ending out their Circular Let- 
rers to all othcy Meetings, in all Parts of the World, 
&c. Anſw. Shall Men of different perſwaſions 
from us be empowered to inſpe@t* aur Books, 
ſtamp their Cum Privilegio upon the one, and 
ſuppreſs the other ; and ſhall not we, among onr 
ſelves, have the Liberty to ſuperviſe what we 
can ftand by, what not, before expoſed to the 
view and cenſure of Men otherwiſe Minded? He 
is willing we ſhould have the reproach, obloquy ' 
and Sufferings due (in his Judgment to vile and 
abominable Errors,while he refleAs upon our care 
to prevent both the one and the other, by firſt 
ſuperviſing our own Books, our ſelves, that as 
what comes forth he would make to affe@ the 
whole Society,ſo it may be overlooked by faith- 
ful and approved Men of that Society. O unrea- 
ſonable Man! Yet would he be ingeniqus,it is evi- 
dent, by his own Example formerly, that it is 
not {o much our Order, and Practice, as our 
Judgment relating to him and his late enviaus 


Pieces, under which he is ſo uncaſie, thathe goes 
0n. | Ts 
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To whom [ viz. the ſecond Days Meeting] tbe Meet 
from ali places dived their Letters upon any Occurrence of difh 
ference,&c, Arſw. This is falſe in Fat, that Meeting claink 
no fuch Authority, aflumes ao ſuch Power, neither is it it 
veſted in them, He adds,7he which Meeting may be fitly com 
pared to the Concleve of Cardinals at Rome, but who is the 
Metropolitan at preſent, of this new ere ed Hierarchy at Lon. 
don is not certainly known, as whether W. Penn or G. White. 
head. Anſw. The Pious and Learned among the Church of 
Englend, are little beholden to G. Xoith, to ſet them upon 
ſuch a VVork, which in us he upbraids as fitly comparable. 
to the Roman Hierarchy © Surely their Piety and Learning 
might be better employed. To the reft, I aſk him, when he 
knevy us to have a Mectrepoliten among us; and if we had 
one now, whether it were likely he could be ſo ignorant, a 
not to know which of the two, it was, whether 1#. Pens of 
G. Whitch:ad : But G. Keith hath worded it cautiouſly, x 
well as malitiouſly ; ſecing what never was, can never be 
certainly known. Might he himſelf have been a Metropoll. 
tan, I duubt not but he would bave been willing to have\ 
continued longer among us:For be cavilleth at what he( Di- 
otrepbes liks) coveted for himſelf, and proveth quarrellom 
becauſe we could not allow him,the preheminence he (ought 
after : For we have none ſuck among us,nor do we own any 
Head bnt Chriſt. 

And now Reader, having traced the Man through his 
Contraditions, through his &b/ardities, through bis Exy 
and Bitterneſs here expoſed, and haying defended my Self 
and Friends from the empty Czvils of the Rook uuder Con- 
lide;ation, 1 ſubmit the foregoing to thy Impartial Exaini- 
nation,to be weighed by thee in that Ballance, which giveth 
rightly to judge, both asa Man, and asa Chriſtian, and bid 
thee farewel. 


Foks Penington. 


Beel-houſe, 28.of 
6th. Month 1696. 


If they call the Maft:r of the Eouſe Beeirebul, low much 
more them of his Houſbold ? Mat. 10. 25, 


f 


THE END, 


